- | ‘ WPL-UR Finat 4
O R ETE B ~ . Tuesday = B R L
e . June 10,1986 . oo

5
.

. — | - : ~. - .
PN e c Ty

IIIII

e

L
e

Ry

L

o
et




‘ o o A A Ty P ties among releases or
Amendment to Natlonal Oil and - A 19 5/579-0 "““3 priorit
Hazardous Substances COntmgency ton, Region'd, U.S. EP; tened releases: thm“gh"“t the

‘ - - Chlca
WARY The Env1ronmentai Protection ‘Baﬂ.y g0

a endmg the




.- Federal Register / Vol.

21055

facilities) in the proposed category, for a

total of 888 final and proposed sites.
Following the October 15, 1984,
proposal, EPA carefuilly considered
public comments submitted during the
comment period and made some

‘modifications in this final rule in

response to those comments. Responses
to major NPL policy comments are
addressed in this preamble, as are
generic HRS scoring comments.
Responses to site-specific HRS
comments are presented in the “Support
Document for the Revised National
Prigrities List—1986,” which is a
separate document available in the EPA
dockets in Washington, D.C., and the
Regional Offices (see ADDRESSES).

Public Docket Information

‘The Headquarters public docket for
the NPL will contain Hazard Ranking

System (HRS) score sheets for each final®

site, 2 Documentation Record for each
site describing the information used to
compute thesscores, a list of document
references and the “Support Document
for the National Priorities List—1986.”

The Headquarters public docketis -
available for iewing: by appomtmem

only from 9:00 a.r. to 4:00 p.m., Monday -

through Friday’ excludmg hohdays

" Requests for copies of the documents

from the Headquarters public docket-

" should be directed to the EPA

Headqx;larters docket office. The HRS

€ vallable for viewing in
IOfﬁce when this notice is

( nal Offlce docket [see
dn)i-An mformal written’

Section II of this prean{ble discusses
the purpose and implementation of the
NPL. The process EPA uses for the

development of this rulemaking, and of .

the NPL in general, is discussed in
Section 11 NPL eligibility policies and
eligibility issues raised by commenters
are addressed in Section IV of this
preamble. Section V addresses generic
HRS issues, while Section VI
summarizes score changes and
discusses and disposition.of the
previously proposed sites. Deletion of
sites from the NPL is discussed in
Section VL. Section VIII provides
information on the contents of the final
rulemaking,. Finally, EPA's regulatory
impact analysis and Regulatory

. Flexibility Act analysis are discussed in

Sections IX and X, respectively. -

II. Purpose and Implementatwn of the
NPL

Purpose

The primary purpose ogthe NPLis
stated in the legislative history of
CERCLA (Report of the Committee on.

‘Environment and Public Works, Senate

Report No. 96-848, 96th Cong 2d. Sess. .
60 (1980)); -

The NPL serves primarily mformatnonal
purposes, identifying for the States and the .
public those facilities and sites or other-
releases which appear to warrant remedial

_actions. Inclusion of a facility or site on the

list does not in itself reflect a judgment of the
activities of its owner or operator, it does'not
require those pérsons to undertake-any =
action, nor does it assign liability to any

-person. Subsequent government action in the’

form of remedial actions or énforcement
actions will be necessary in order to do-so,
and these actions will be attended by all
appropriate procedural safeguards.

The purpose of the NPL, therefore, is -
primarily to serve as an informational -

- tool for use by EPA in identifying sites. -
that appear to present a-significant rislc o

section 106 or 107(a)(4){b} of CERCLA,
or remedial mvestlganons/ feasibility
studies.

Implementation

EPA’s policy is to pursue cleanup of
hazardous waste sites using the
appropriate response and/or
enforcement actions which are available
to the Agency, including authorities
other than CERCLA. Publication of sites
on the NPL will serve as notice to any
potentially responsible party that the

- Agency may initiate Fund-financed

fesponse action. The Agency will decide
on a site-by-site basis whether to take
enforcement or other action under
CERCLA or other authorities, or whether
to proceed directly with Fund- finanged
CERCLA response actions and seek
recovery of 1 response costs after
cleanup .To'the extent feasible, once

- sites are listed on the NPL, EPA will

determine high-priority candidates for

_either Fund-financed response action or

enforcemerit acti n through both State.
and Federal initiative. These

" determing ns will: take into account

more lxkel Uto most-

lyy ‘on the scores
termmmg such
collected 1o

to public health or the environment. The * - ]

Ainitial identification of a site for the NPL
is intended primarily to guide EPA in-

determining which sites warrant further . .ris

investigation, to assess the nature and-
extent of the public health and

- environmental risks associated with the

site, and to determine what CERCLA-

financed remedial action(s), if any, may
-be appropriate. Inclusion of a site on the

NPL does not establish that EPA
necessarily will undertake: response
actions. Morgovet, listing does not
require any action of any private party,
nor does it determine the liability of any
party for the-cost of cleanup-at the site.’

A site need not be on the NPL to be the -

subject of CERCLA-financed removal
actions, actions brought pursuant to -,

“sites are
he criteria

e sites en the
2 Ipie sing heeds at-
1] enforcement
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party cleanup. Given the limited
resources available in the Trust Fund,
the Agency must carefully balance the
relative needs for response at the
numerous sites it has studied. It is also
possible that EPA will conclude after
further analysis that the site does not

. warrant response aclion.

Revisions to the NPL such as tnday s
rulemaking may move some previously
listed sites 10 a Jower position on the
NPL. If EPA has initiated action such as
a remedial investigation or feasibility
study (RI/FS) at a site, the Agency does
not intend to cease such actions in order
to determine if a subsequently listed site
should have a higher priority for .
funding. Rather, the Agency will
continue funding site studies and
remedial actions once they have been
initiated, regardless of whether higher-
scormg sites are Yater added to the NPL,

The NPL does not determine priorities
for removal actions; EPA may take
_ removal actions at any site, whether -

_ listed or not, that meets the criteria of

" §§'300.65-300.67 of the NCP. Likewise,

. EPA may take enforcement actions
under:applicable statutes against’
responﬂble parties regardless of .
. whethe site is listed on the NPL,

‘ 's etiforcement actions has been
“-#nd will continue to'be on NPL sites.

4 practical matter, the focus™
- ~the crxtema for

investigation stage prior to placing a site
on the NPL outweighs the risk of
expending a limited amount of Fund
monies for the Ri/FS

IIL Process for Estabilshing and

: Updatmg ﬂ:e NPL

There are three mechanisms for
placing sites on the NPL. The principal
mechanism is the application of the
HRS. Those'sites that score 28.50 or
greater on the HRS are eligible for
listing. In‘addition, States may designate
a smgle site as the State top priority.
EPA may also place sites on the NPL
pursuant te § 300. ﬁG{b){4) of the NCP.

States have the primary responsibility -

for identifying sites, computing HRS

scores, and submitting candidate sites to-
the EPA Regional Offices, EPA Regmnal :

Offices conduct a quality coritro] review -

of the States’ candidate sites, and may
assist in mvesngatmg, sampling, .
monitoring, and scoring sites. Regwna!
Offices may consider candidate sites in’
addition to those submitted by States.
EPA Headquarters conducts further:
quality assurange audits’ to ensure-
accuracy and-consistency among. the
various EPA and Stats offices’ . ..

* . participating in'the scoring. The Agen(;y .

then proposes the new sites’ ‘that meet -
1

. Aite cannehmdewgo!"und-ﬁnameﬂ " these comm

- the Agency temoval authority under

" CERCLA, as outlined in §300.68{a)(1) of ﬁ‘

the NCP: Section 10’1{233 of CERCLA
. defiriés “iemave” of “removai" to
_inclade ““xmch actions as'may be

- necessaryto monitor, assess and-

evaluate the'release or threat of release

. .".” The definition of “‘renmioval” also -

’ mciudes *action taken mnder Section
104(b) of this Act. . " Section 104{b)
authotizes the' Agency to’ perform <
“studies, investigations, and other
mfoxmatmn%atheﬂng activities. - .

" The Agenicymay elect to nonduct an
RI/ FS5ata pmpased isite in
_ . preparation-for a possahle Fund-

R cumstances,suchmwhen the

. 'Agencybelieves-that delayin -
commenmng&e studies may-create | -
 unnecessary risks. 40 hwsrian health or
. ‘the‘environment. Jo:making such a

commenis‘and the consistent - - .
_.application of the HRS, it is pﬂssnhle

POS: ds:tespurswanﬂn ‘

- practicable, EPA considered ate - .
o comments zrgcewed after the clase af the =

: + fihanced’ nemedml action in-a mmberiﬁ% 4

: on; the Agency assutes the nsk‘ .
~that-after considezation of public - - -

y . Feﬁerai

October 15, 1984; proposed rule ended
December 14, 1984. To the‘extent:

ots - Headquamm public docket..

““that the- proposed site maght not qualify .. Off:

for-the NPL. In assuming this risk; the-

Age;;cy bas determined:that the

- desirability of expeénmg zemedial--
- action 1hmugh the initiation of the

ing and solicits pubhc ,
al, ] =

IV. Eligibility -

CERCLA restricts EPA’s authority to
respond to certain categories of releases
by expressly excluding some substances
from the definition of “release”. In
addition, as a matter of policy, EPA may

C

_ choose not to use CERCLA to respond to

certain types of releases because other
authorities can be used to achieve
cleanup of these releases. Where such
other authorities exist, and the Federal
government can undertake or enforce
cleanup pursiuant to a particular
established program, listing on the NPL

to determine the priority or need for
response under CERCLA may not be
appropriate. Therefore, EPA has chosen

'not to consider certain types of sites for

the NPL even though CERCLA may
provide authority to respond. If, -

‘however, the Agency latér determines
~ that sites not listed as a matter of policy

are not being properly responded to, the
Agency may consider placmg them on
P .

. below and ¢ mwer Federai facalxty sites,
Resource Lonservation and Recovery
* Act {(RCRA]} sites, mining waste sites,

pes}imde-apphcanlgf sues. and

Howeve m’rsuant ;o § 300.66{e)(2) of
the NCP amendedon November 20,

* Prior. 1o the'pmposal of. NPL Update

© #2, EPA did not list any sites on the NPL

where the release resulted solely from a
Fedetal facility, regardless of whether
i nc'n‘remamed cn -site or had

h» recexved from previous -
enxs, 'EPA proposed 6 -

apatiied that miemakm{;.
is-available in the . ‘

‘Ina futurefniemakmg, EPA will add
F ederal facﬁ;’ty sites to a sepdrate

'technwai cHitéria tiat quaixfy non- i
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Federal sites for the NPL will be used to
qualify Federal sites.
EPA has not completed its review of
o * the public comments received on the 36
_Federal facility sites proposed for this
NPL update and, therefore is deferring
rulemaking on these sites at this time.

Releases From Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act [RCRA) Sites

A. Background

Since the first NPL final rule (48 FR
40658, September 8, 1983), it has been
the Agency's policy to defer placing
sites on the NPL that can be addressed
by RCRA Subtitle C torrective action
authorities. Prior to enactment of the
}lazardOus and Solid Waste
Améndments of 1984 (HSWA), only -
releases to ground water from surface
impoundments, waste piles, fand ‘
trea{mem areas, and landfills that

! : RCR hazmdous wastes after

arrective action -
enits under Subhtie C
& units were not elagﬂﬂe
ﬂaey were abandoned.
esources or RCRA

requwemems could not

‘em 0! HSWA greatly
Subtitle'C comrective
es For example, under

3@4{v3 to address
migrated beyond the

ed property can be
on; section 3008(h)

( mpel corrective
a Hse necessary 1o
p healthior fhe -
© end #hkere is or has been a

aste at a RCRA

;uihnrmes the
he preamble to the

of ithe financial

the perinission of the -

costs: and (3 EPA or ‘Staté prierities for
addressing the sites under RCRA In
addition, the Agency indicated that it
intended to apply the RCRA listing

péy for such

policy to RCRA sites that were currently

proposed or promulgated on the NPL
and, in appropriate cases, delete sites
from the NPL. ‘

The Agency has evaluated the
comments received on the propoesed
RCRA listing policy. Today, EPA is
deciding and implementing major
components of the final RCRA listing
policy. Elsewhere in today's Federal
Register, the Agency is proposing and
requesting comments en additional
components of the policy. A discussion
of the policy follows.

B. Components of the Final RCRA
Listing Policy

The final Agency ;mhcy is. generally -
consistent with the propesal and with .
the Agency's previpus RCRA listing -

. policy. Sites not subject o RCRA

Subtitle C requirements will remain
eligible for the NPL. Examples incude

facilities that ceased treating, storing or

disposing of hazardous wastes prior to
November19, 1980 {the effective date of
Phase 1 of the RCRA regulations) and
sites at which only materials exempted
from the statutory or regnlatory
definition of solid waste orhazardous
waste are managed. RCRA hazardous
waste handlers te which Subtitle C .
corrective action anthorities do not
apply, such as hazardous waste -
generaiprs ortransporters not required
to hawe interim status or a final RCRA

permit: also remain eligible for the NPL. .

In most situations, listing of sites with
releases that can be addressed under
the RCRA Subtitle C corrective action

authorities will be deferred.

Although sites that can be addressed .
by RCRA Subtitle C corrective action -
authorities generally will not be placed
on the NPL, the Agency believes that
certain sites subject to Subtitle C
corrective action requiteinents should -
be listed if they meet all of the other-
criteria for hstmg {eg.an HRS score of

-28.5 or*gread;erj.

As noted in the predmb;lee io pmpased
NPL Update #3 {50 FR 14110, Apnl w
1985), the Agency is concerned abo
owners or operators who are unwﬂlmg
or unable to pay for corrective action

- and related activities. if an owner or

operator appears to lack the financial -
resources o undertake necessary - ‘
responses, it may be appropriate to use
CERCLA anthorities {0 protect human
health-or the environment. it may also’
be appropriate to use CERCLA
authorities to address facilities at which
necessary coerrective actions ander -

~

-RCRA are ualikely to be performed. The

Agency has identified three categories
of facilities that meet these criteria: {1}
Facilities owned by persons who are
bankrupt. {2} facilities that have lost
RCRA interim status and-for which there
are additional indications that the
owner or operator will be unwilling to
undertake corrective action; and {3)
sites, analyzed on a case-by-case basis,
whose owners or eperaters have shown
an unwillingness to undertake-corrective
action. Reasons for including sites on
the NPL which fall into these categories
are discussed below.

1. Bankruptcy. Once an entity is in
bankruptcy, the entity’s assets are
protected by the courts. in such
situations, the Agency does not have
adequate assurance that funds will be -
available in &' timely : manner for :
response actions. Therefore; RCRA
facilities ’!hat ‘are *bankmpt wﬂl be

ng




... continue to develop .
. criteria which jdentify those RCRA sites
. ./ which should be listed on the NPL based

- .7 .upon the owner/operators’/: - oo K
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situations. Several sites are being added
to the NPL based upon that aspect of the
proposed policy. :

" At two sites that were included in
proposed NPL Update #2, Fund-
financed remedial planning is now in
progress. These sites were proposed
before the enactment of HSWA and met
all of the NPL eligibility requirements at
the time they were proposed, including
the RCRA listing policy then in effect.
The expanded RCRA Subtitle C
corrective action authorities established
by HSWA did not apply at the time of
the proposals; thus, CERCLA appeared
to be the only authority that could
effectuate remedial action if it were
necessary. Based on the conditions at
those two sites, EPA found it
appropriate to begin the remedial
planning process. The owners or

operators of these sites were. offered the

opportunity to undertake-the remedial -
planning activities themselves but did -
not agree to do so. At one site; the -

oowner/operator also declined to pay for ',

- pther response activities that EPA
‘advised the owner/ operator were

" - .appropriate to mitigate threats to public .

- héalth and the environment.

. The Agency's final and proposed - o

< RCRA listing policy announced today is
.. based in parf on the conclusion that’
RCRA sites should be placed on the NPL
if their owners or operatorsexhibit an -
unwillingness or inability to undertake
corrective action. At these two sites, the
_ Agency has concluded that the owner/"
.operators’ unwillingness to undertake:-
 remedial planning and/or removal
activities 1 an'indication that the
_ owners or operators would also be -
unwilling to undertake remedial actions’
if they are required. Therefore, the
“rationale for placing them on the NPL
now is the same rationale that underlies -
. the basic policy announced today.
Consequently, the Agency has :
_concluded that listing these two sites at
.this time-is appropriate. -~ - :

- As explained belaug_;he'Agency‘ v;ill N

more precise

~ unwillingness to undertake corrective .
action. Until those criteria are
delineated more clearly, the Agency -

believes it appropriate to place or retain . |

sites on‘the NPL on 'a case/by-case
“basis. This is particularly true for sites

where CERCLA-financed activities are - ’
_..-mowin progress, since developing more -

o precise ;c:iteria:toﬁdetermi»ne?

“ unwillingness may. take a substantial RES

periad of time. . - . - )
-.Once a complete, final RCRA listing

- policy is developed, this component of
_-the RCRA policy will be withdrawn, = .-

. when considering a site fordisting,

.operatdrs.h

Sites will be addressed under RCRA in-
the first instance unless they fit within
one of the exception categories that-are
included in the complete final.policy.

C. Components of Proposed RCRA
Policy R

In addition to the circumstances
identified in the final portion of the

* RCRA listing policy, there are other

situations for which the exercise of
RCRA autherities may not result in
expeditious or adequate remedial action .
and, therefore, NPL eligibility should

also be considered. Far example, even
though.an owner/operator is not
bankrupt or has not lost authorization to

operate, he may have failed to comply
sufficiently with a permit condition or

an order issued pursuant to RCRA
autherities or may niot have adequately
closed a facility in accordance with an
approved closure plan. The Agency is
considering providing more specificity to_

* the third companént of today’s policy by

proposing in a separate niotice of today’s ..
Federal Register that sites falling into =
the categories h’elowrﬁduld be eligible

‘forthe‘NPL.“g:L Lo

1. Facilities whose owners ar .- -
operators have not complied adequately
with an administrative.order, judicial .
action, or a RCRA permit condition
requiring response or corrective action.

- As a*genefra'[mafter;‘ithelAgency‘womd" .

prefer to use RCRA permit or - ]
enforcement authorities to secure - -
corrective actions at RCRA sites, When

a facility owner fails to adequately carry”
out-corrective action activities, there is
little assurance. that releases willbe ' -
addressed in an-appropriate manner.
Such facilities should be eligible for.
listing in order to make CERCLA -
authorities available expeditiously. -
Although the Agency has not previously -

. taken into account compliance with

cofrective action requirements ina -

permit or a federal enforcement action

Congress deliberately expanded the- L

_scope of the RCRA corrective-action:. -

~auth<§rities‘.'ﬁAGC()rdi,ngly.,',it‘is e

appropria te for the Agency to rely on. . e
these authorities. When an owner/ -

operator fails to comply adequately with
a RCRA cortective action requirement,

it means that CERCLA
remedial action may be needed to
protect buman health'and the - -
environmient. By making these facilities -

ting, the Agency provides

that appropriate CERCLA-financed .. --
- remedial action can occur expeditiously:

"2, Facilities whose owners or " =
have not submitted or §
implemented an adequate closire plan.

Adequate closure of a RCRA facility is .-

_integrally related to prevention of future

releases and often involves measures
similar to those undertaken during
corrective action, such as waste
removal, excavation of contaminated .
soil and capping. Similarily, where an
owner or operator is unwilling to carry
out such activities there is a need to
ensure that CERCLA will be available.
If the Agency decides to incorporate
into the final RCRA listing policy a
component that allows listing of sites in

™)

. the two categories described above, an

important issue will be how the Agency
establishes that there has not been

. adequate compliance with RCRA

requirements relating to corrective
action or closure. If non-compliance is
established through a determination by
an administrative law judge or a court,
there may be delays in employing
CERCLA to respord to problems at
these sites. It may be more appropriate,
therefore, for the Agency to base its
decision to list sites on the NPL under
this criterion based upon the issuance of
an administrative order or initiation of &
judicial action to enforce corrective
action requirements imposed by permit
or arder or in a closure plan. In a
separate noticein today's Federal
‘Register, the Agency spegifically salicits

© comments on how and when it should
determinie that the likelihood-of

compliance with RCRA requirements is
low enough that a RCRA site should bel
eligible for the NPL. L A\
. As explained above, the componenis

of the Ageney’s policy with respect to

sites that may be, subject to RCRA
corrective action are designed to ensure
that RCRA authorities are employed

first except where there are indications

~ that an owner or operator is unwilling or

unable to perform corrective action. The
Agency has identified three categories
of sites for which there are indications

* of unwillingness or inability to carry out

corrective action and has announced

 that facilities ini those categories willbe

eligible for the NPL. EPA may. not have
jdentified all types «of sites for which the .
exercise of RCRA authorities may not
_result-in timely and appropriaie

“remedial action and jnvites commenters.’

in a geparate notjce in today's Federal
Register, to suggest other categories of =
RCRA sites that should be considered "
eligible for the NPL. For example, :
additional categories that may.merit
inclusion are RCRA facilities whose .
owners or operatars did.not-notify the
appropriate authority that they treat, :

. store, ordispose of RCRA Subtitle C
hazardous-waste or did not submit the

" required permit'applications or who -

- have otherwise. indicated an

. ‘unwillingness to undertake an‘ecti‘ﬁ?\
.actien.. . oo S &
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. The Agency will consider
supplementing the RCRA listing policy
announced today if comments or the
Agency's experience with the new
policy demonstrate that additional

" categories of RCRA-related sites shouid

be placed on the NPL to ensure
appropriate and expeditious remedial

. action.

D. Application of the Final RCRA Policy
to Currently Proposed Sites

The Agency is promulgating six RCRA
sites today. These six sites fall within
the scope of the final pelicy defining
NPL-eligible RCRA sites. Four of the six
sites are bankrupt and two sites,

proposed prior to HSWA, meet the third

criterion of the RCRA policy as
explained above. The RCRA-related
sites promulgated in this final rule are:
Bankrupt Sites: .
* Interstate Lead Co. (ILCO) Inc.,
Leeds, Alabama.
* Thermo-Chem, Inc, Muskegon
Michigan
* Whitmoyer Laborakmes, Jackson
" Township, Pennsylvania
‘' American Creosote Works, Inc.
(]acksxm Plant), }ackson Tennessee
Sltes deeried unwilling to perform
remedial action: :
. ’Operatmg industries, Inc., Landfitl,

. ‘L.‘A. Clax‘ke & Son, Spotsyivama
Coumy “Vlrglma ’

of the fina’l hs&mg poixcy .
- The ‘amder of fhe RCRA- reldted

§ the own&r]operamrs
‘propdsed facilities,
sons, 1o provide any
Uu‘ld a‘ssi’s‘t EPAin

reqmrements or
tare e’l‘igxbﬁle Yorthe- .

be liste ; almng
sites will be deleted. Eisewhere in
today’s Federal Register, in a notice
describing the proposed components of

* the RCRA policy. the Agency invites the

owners or operators of facilities on the
proposed or final NPL, or other persons,
to provide information that would assist
EPA in evaluating: {1) the facility’s
status-under RCRA and [2) the
relationship this information has to the
final and proposed elements of the new
RCRA policy

F. Federal Sites
Application of this policy with respect
to Federal facilities will be addressed at

a later date. The Agency is workingto
resplve a number of issues associated

_with Federal facilities and will

coordinate application of fhls policy
with those efforts. .

G. Response to Publ«ic"(iommems on
Proposed Policy for RCRA-Related Sites

On April 10, 1985, (50 FR 14110), the
Agency proposed a policy for deferring
listing of RCRA sites and for deletion
from the NPL.of RCRA sites currently’
proposed or promulgated on the NPL.
The policy propesed at that time is
summarized elsewhere in this preamble.
The Agency received a number of

. comments on the April 1985 proposal

and on the reiteration of the pmposal in
the September 1985 preamble te NPL-
Update #4. These comments canbe. .
summerized as falling within five broad
categories:

* Support for the pmposed policy .

» Concern about ﬂexxblhty in the

' proposed policy -

» Suggested revisiens to-the proposed

_criteria for deferring the listing of RCRA

facilities

* Revisions to the proposed mﬁema
for deleting RCRA %Eacﬂm from ihe
NPL -

. Suggested meed fmgx:eater
ﬂembﬂ»ty in dealing wnt’h sates ander
RCRA .

Responses to the stgnﬂmant

, -comments on the pohcy are presemfted

below. L

-1 Support for proposed. poflcy A&’l il‘m‘t"
w0 commenters specifically statedthat’ . 1
they supported the policy proposed by ’

the Agency, and the other two
comments-generally were favorable.

" ... {One raised a technical issue about ﬂae :

proposed deletion eriteria; the other -
stated that, while the proposed policy:
was reasonable and that there wasno
objection to it, the Agency rreededto -
retain the ﬂembﬂi’t‘y to deal with RCRA-

_ sitesunder CERCLA first-when =~ |
circumstances w;m-amed stch 2 an

approach.)

The commenters presented four basic
reasons for supporting the proposed
policy:

* Policy better reflects the intent of
both CERCLA and HSWA

* Policy preserves the limited
CERCLA Trust Fund monies for their
intended use

* HSWA eliminates the need for
listing most RCRA sites on the NPL

* RCRA authorities provide more

_effective and efficient means for cleanup

of RCRA sites than CERCLA authorities
Comment: Commenters stated that
they supported the proposed policy
because they believed that it reflects the,
intent of both CERCLA. and HSWA.
Several couirgénters asserted that
CERCLA was intended to address only
those: abandonedm inactive sites for

. which there is o respons-xble party-

capable of assuming financial -
obhgaetmas forsomegtwe action. These
deferring NPL
hstmg of RCRA sxtes. the limifed

CERCLA Tmﬁ»t and momes wauld be




- and facility owners/operators and
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sites to comply with RCRA requirements
-and, in particular, to take whatever.
corrective actions are appropriate
without the need for the Agency to place
their sites on the NPL. -

Comment: In supporting the praposed
policy, a few commenters noted that
HSWA effectively eliminates any
distinction in RCRA authority with
regard to regulated and nonregulated
units at a RCRA facility. The
commenters indicated that HSWA
provides ample authorities to ensure

- that corrective actions are conducted at
facilities having RCRA permits or
interim status. As a result, the

- commenters stated that there was no
longer any reason to continue the

current NPL policy. of listing those RCRA

facilities where a'significant portion of a
release appeared to originate froma.
nonregulated unit. These commenters
indicated that the Agency should first
apply its RGRA authorities to these
facilities before proceedmg under :

- CERCLA." .

Response The Agency agrees that
there is'ne longer a reason for

o distinguishing releases at-regulated umts*‘

7 " from other releases that.can be

.. authorilies. Today '8 imhcy ehmmates
= this: dlstmctxon Co .
Gomment: Some commenters )

) " expressed support for the proposed -
= «poh(:y_.becanse they believed it would be

ive and efficientto use

. ities, to clean up RCRA facilities.

- . They indicated that dealing with RERA
L facxlmes under the RGRA program

" oid. duphca“ﬁ%n of technical .

" review and enforcement efforts under . -
"the CERCLA program. This would save -

time ‘and money for both the Agency

ensure that facilities:are addressed iri a
.. CODSis ent and umform manner. Ofie -

ly to: send wastes to them 1f

t of‘the ‘policy announced -
’faczhnes being deferred fro
- hsting do not ulnmately have t

- Now requir public nouflca’non whien °

orities; rather. than’ GERCLA o
that time th

: proposed poizcy
24:0n

dnp the NPL. Thls ] nitis

addressed under CERCLA, the policy is
likely to reduce duplication of effort and
save time and resources. Placing a.site
on the NPL does not impose hablhty
upon-anyone or necessarily result in the
expenditure of funds for remedial

action. It may be the case, however, that

some RCRA facilities may derive some
incidental benefits from not being
placed on the NPL. However, the policy
is not designed to protect the financial
integrity of the owner/operator; it is
designed to provide a-frame work for

most effectively addressing releases that -

may affect pubhc heahh and the

* environment..

Comment: In’ supportmg the proposed
policy, one commenter stated that the
only advantage of using CERCLA rather
than RCRA is public notification through‘

- the'NPL listing process The commenter

noted ‘that RCRA imposes several pubhc
notification requirements. If public

listing is deemed absolutely necessary. o

public listing of RCRA PartB . -
applications recewmg priority. attentlon

" . because of ground’ water problems could

be unplemenled

_ Response: EPA does not beheve, at
this time] that it is'mecessary to pubhsh
a separate list of RCRA facilities with

~.-_ground water problems that are seeking -

Part B perm‘ts Thé RCRA regulanons .

new Part B permits are under

»cons‘deratxon,w nngor L

modifications ar
pemmt and wh

fected publicis given ~#
adequate notice of pending actions that .
would address releases to all media-

Agency will develop a public

partlmpatmn pfOCeSS for. mtemm status -
"~ corrective action ordefs. | )

‘2. Concern about flexxbzizty m the

‘would: (1)
5 for site remedies,

concluded that, to-the .
Te'. it is better m‘ldenn?y

: reasonable he Agency needs’ to retam g
- somie flexibility to addréss RCRA sites-
,;under CERCLA first’ hen that approac

: editio

in the policy thase categories of RCRA -

facilities that are eligible for the NPL

than to determine for each facility - .
whether a release should first be C
addressed under RCRA or CERCLA. The'

. policy announced today is designed to

ensure that RCRA authorities are’
employed first at facilities that do not
fall within the final eligibility categories.
The policy allows all interested persons
to know whether a particular facility
may be considered eligible for NPL
listing.

Under today’s pohcy, the Agency
foregoes some flexibility in the
mechanisms for obtaining site remedies
by limiting the use of CERCLA-financed
remedial action to certain categories of
RCRA sites. However. RCRA affords
ﬂexxbxhty-comparable to.CERCLA for

- selecting technical remedies for

respending to releases. Thus, employmg,
RCRA corrective action authorities is

-expected to achieve protection of public
" health and the environment as '
effectively as remedies achieved under

CERCLA. The Agency’s'goal-is to
develop RCRA corrective action
requirements that.remove - i
inconsistencies between remedial
actions performed under CERCLA and

" corrective actions performed under
- 'RCRA. Under the'National Contingency
' Plan, the Agency now “attempts to make

the two programs cofnisistent by having
CERCLA actions méet RCRA technical
reqmrements where they are apphcable

of response, costs, z_n situations where an

including ground ‘water. In-addition, the : owﬂer/ oper o_r who has performed a .

feels that there are

56
may séek’ reCOVery of -
osts from other partnes ;
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facilities for which the exercise of RCRA
authorities is not likely to result in
_appropriate cleanip activities.

3. Suggested revisions to proposed
criteria for deferring listing of RCRA -
facilities. A number of commentérs who
indicated support for the proposed
policy suggested criteria for use in
determining when a RCRA facnhty is to
-be deferred from listing. The various
criteria suggested by these commenters
include the following: -

¢ Financial ability of the fdclllty
owner/operator to carry out correctlve
action .

. Wlllmgness of the facility owner/
operator to darry out corrective action

.+ Availability of sufficient legal
guarantees to ensure that correctlve
action will'be carried out,| o

REE Exxstenqe of ongomg lmgatwn

e,

facx 1ty o . ‘ S
. tlssuance‘or hkehhood of i 1ssuance of
a Subtltle C permlt 7‘ ‘

hat ~-- facility, unlessthe site falls wi

; pemmts w1lI be Tequire

in litigation should
NPL: after d cml suit’

terms.

Comment: Another commenter stated .

that the proposed policy was more

stringent than necessary and stated that -

deferral of NPL listing and deletion of

proposed or-promulgated sites from the
NPL should .occur if.the site meets all of .

the following criteria:.

o The facility has completed its Part B
permiit application,

¢ The Part B permit application, the
permit itself if issued, or other relevant
administrative or judicial consent .
decree addresses the releases which are

the subject of the HRS score thatled to -

eligibility for NPL listing in the first .
instance, and

* There is sufficient legal guarantee;

by way of court order and/or -
enforceable permit terms and

conditions, which assures that the: - -2
releases to be addressed will in fact be -

addressed, and there is adequate .

_financial- assurance that the costs of .
such actlons are thhm the means of the ‘
. facility: .. ‘

Response' The Agency beheves that

- the final policy announced today -

mcorporates some.elements suggested . -

by this commenter. The Agency. like: the .

commenter; is concerned abont the. .

. sufficiency of. legal guarantees-and- the
" adequacy of financia) assurances for ;"

. -corrective action. Pursuant to HSWA

;. the’Agency is developingregulations -
" under‘which facilities seeking RCRA-

id-to demonstrate

only facilities that have completed

Section 3008(h) of RCRA, the. Agency
has the authority to require torrective: -

action at interirh status facilities: intenm .
not: comp}eted a
- Part B permit appllcatmn “should thus

status facilities that have

be deferred, like any other:RCRA

categories of sites that are-eligible for
NPL: hstmg under todays final-and

'3005(0) 3005(e). or 3008(h) ere eligible

for the NPL under: the second»compo ,ntjf ) ;

" RCRA Part B permit applications shouldl ]
- be deferred:from NPL listing. Pursuant td :

litigation serves the NPL purpose of
identifying sites requiring action.
Response: The Agency does not agree
that NPL listing would influence the -
outcome of litigation. As has been
explained repeatedly in preambles to
NPL rulemakings, the NPL is primarily
an informational tool for use by the
Agency in identifying sites that appear
to present-a significant risk to public
health or the environment. Placing a site
‘on the NPL js not-intended to influence
htlgatlon over candidate sites. Rather,
NPL hstmg is intended to guide the
Agency in determining which sites
warrant further investigation and
consideration for Fund-financed
response. Inclusion of a site on the NPL
does not establish that the Agency
‘necessanly wﬂl undertake response
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106 orders should. be the only basis for

NPL listing of RCRA sites. Today's-

announcement deseribes other criteria.

to be used by the Agency for listing

RCRA sites and the rationale for their -
- inclusion in the policy.

Comment: One other commenter
indicated that CERCLA should apply to
RCRA facilities only in those situations
which represent an imminent and
substantia} danger or where there are no
responsible parties in a position to
assume financial obligations.

'Response: Reasons for not limiting
today's policy to situations where there
aré no responsible parties capable of
assuming financial obligations have
previously been discussed. The Agency
also does not agree that CERCLA should

“ be employed af RCRA facilities enly in
situations which represent an imminent
and substantial danger. Section 104 of '

- CERCELA provides response authorilies .
for sifuations in which there is a release

~ which may not present an imminent and

_ substantfal danger to public health or

~welfare. It would be appropriate to:fake
CERCLA dctior at RCRA facilities that
_are eligible for the NPL under today’s
. policy, bat at whicl imiment and
“subst ﬁﬁ#?ggéarfs‘ermrhss not bieert .

. Comment gnt: Another commenter
. “supported the'concept thiat sites that.
.. " could be covered under other statut ey,
- especially RCRA, need not-and should -

¢

“r. - Agency believesshould be listed on'the-
. NPL. Some taives edmizisered by

‘that cam dleebe @

o

rrently pmpeaed for or promi
should be delétgé

* components of today’s policy:

 proposed for deferralof NPL fisting, The
, r defe

‘remedial iction 8t certain types of sites

ith respectto such sites havebeen . (i

Fund-finaﬁc;e_s‘ activitiés- as well as
voluntary activities being conducted by
responsible parties. =

Response: As di scussed elsewhere in -

" this preamble, two RCRA-related sites

at which there is ongoing Fund-financed
remedial planning are teday being listed
on the NPL under the second component
of the final RCRA listing policy.

The Agency dees not, however,
believe that there is any reason to retain
on the NPL those RCRA sites at which

_ voluntary {non-Fund:financed) activities.

are being conducted by responsible
 parties since the voluntary action.
indicates a willingness by these parties
to undertake necessary response actions
under RCRA. If these response actions
are not adeguately carried out, then.
these facilities would become eligible

for NPL listing if the proy

Register, are adopted, . .~

anRCURCE: :eﬁmmmtﬁday'gp‘ o

indicated that the mmmnaproposed
for deleting sites from the NPL were:
more stringent than the critéria -

conmsienter némdﬁmmec:nena
for deletion should be identical to'the .

criteria for deferfing NPL listing, except - consider berat] :
| developmrent of the comective action

in those instarices where gome current - .
obligations of the Fund; orthe legal -
ability of thie Fand to recover-monies-
‘expended; may be sdversely affecte

“ " that mining wastes may be hazardous

hazardous waste management units.
Sections 30040} anid 3005¢7) of HSWA
were cited as justification for
distinguishing requiremenis at new and
existing facilities, and Sections 4001
through 4010 were cited as justification
for distinguishing among hazardous and
non-hazardous waste management
urtits. : S

Onte other commenter sfafed that by
having RCRA-related facilities handled
entirely through RCRA, artificial
distinctions among releases based on
the statas of a solid waste management
unit may be eliminated. The commenter
noted that pollution conditions do not
respect distinctions i time or place, The
commenter indicated that it is far better
from a legal, administrative, and

_ technical perspective for an enfire

facility and all releases and potential
releases fromi the facility to be dealt
with in a uniform manner and by a
singlereview. . - - .. .
Respouse: The Agency does not
belfeve that these issues are refevant to

. listing of sites on the NPL. These issues
_are, however; refevant fo the . .

of the RCRA corrective.
am and are being

deliberations on the

will be-addressed when
s regulations and/or

1983; 49 FR 37070, Septerbes 23,1984} is

entof the hiferfor (DON e -
: ‘could take:
SMCRA o .
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EPA is including six of the eight
mining sites that were proposed for
Update #2 in today's rulemaking. Four
of these sites are being placed on the
NPL because they are non-coal sites
with mining operations that occurred
after the enactment date of SMCRA
(August 3, 1977); therefore these sites
are neither regulated by SMCRA nor
eligible for reclamation funds from the
SMCRA Abandoned Mine Land
Reclamation (AMLR) Program. These
sites are:

* Eagle Mine, Minturn/Redcliff,
Colorado

¢ Smuggler Mountain, Pi tkin County,
Colorado
* ¢ Uravan Uranium Project (Union
Carbide Corp.), Uravan, Colorado

*Silver Mountain Mine, Loomis,
Washmgton

One site Torch Lake, Houghton
County, Michigan, is being placed on the
NPL because the State of Michigan does
not. have an approved SMCRA program

and, consequently, the site is not eligible
- for wreciamatlon funds from the SMCRA

ayﬂower Tailings Site in
‘County, Utah, will not be .
‘ot rthe NPL at this time because.

Utah——ceased mining. before ‘
tment date of SMCRA and
may be eligible for reclamation

_explores: 'this issue further, these sites

remam in. proposed status. EPA will

" annourice in.a future NPL rulemaking

what relatlonshlp SMCRA activities will
have to NPL listing decisions..
A number of comments were received-
. oposal 6f these mining sites in
‘ ne commenter stated that

eg tory authorlty under RCRA
and ( ‘ERCLA ‘

: stes, such as mmmg wastes. -
Th menter said EPA is unable to' .
prov:de the evidence required by law

", thatithe HRS is.a rational basis on .

. sites in South Central Oahu, Hawaii,
-where parts-of the basal aquifer have i

Wthh to rank mining sites for mclusu}n
on the NPL.

The issue of bias against mining
wastes has been raised by commenters
in previous NPL rulemakings, and EPA’s
responses can be found in the preambles
to these rulemakings (48 FR 40663, -
September 8, 1983; and 49 FR 37075,
September 21, 1984). Specifically, EPA’
believes that there is ample evidence
that the concentrations and amounts of

: pollutants ‘and contaminants discharged

by mining sites can and do pose a
significant threat to public health and
the environment. Mining sites tend to
generate extremely large quantities of
wastes. Thus, even though the
concentration of hazardous substances
in mining waste may be low, the total

- quantities of hazardous substances

available to be discharged into the
environment are often large.
Furthermore, the waste- -quantity factor »
in the HRS is only one factor, and is
generally not as important as

population, toxicity, and likelihood of a

release. This relatively low emphasis on
waste quantity reflects the fact thaf the

~ HRS was designed to score a wide
" variety of releases and potential

releases of hazardous substances,
mcludmg mlmng sites.
- Another commenter stated that the

" proposed listing of mining sites violates o
the Constitutional prohibition agamst ex . [ny
post facto regulation and denies mining.

companies the due process protection of
propérty rights guaranteed by the Fifth -
Amendment to the Constitution. The” ~
commenter also Stated that hstmg
mining sites on the NPL violates

Executive Order 12291 by failingto -~ _ .

consider the tremendous costs to the
mining industry.

The Agency beheves that the
commenter’s arguments are:groundless. '
Placing a site on the’NPL does not
deprive any property owner of property,

- nor doés it create liability or impose ahy -

- -costs: Listing on the' NPL-does not
establish that EPA will necessanly
undertake respornse :action, nor does it
require any action by any private’ party -

~ or determine hablhty for site response

costs Costs that.arise out of ‘site
responses result from sxte—by site
decisions about what actions to take,
not from the act of listing 1tself

. Releases of Pestmzdes Regwtered Under

the Federal Insecticide, Fungzc;de. and

'Rodentlmde Act (FIFRA )

The proposal of NPL Update #2 (49 FR
40320, October 15, 1984) included six

been contamihated by pesticides,
including ethylene dibromide (EDB), .
dibromochloropropane {DBCP), and

trichloropropane (TCP), a likely

- contaminant of the pesticide D-D {which -

contains 1,2-dichloropropane, 1,3-
dichloropropene and related C3
compounds). These six sites were the'
first sites proposed for the NPL on the
basis of releases which appear to
originate entirely from the application of
pesticides registered under FIFRA.

The Agency has received numerous
comments on the listing of the Hawaii - -
pesticide sites. The Agency.is continuing
to evaluate these sites in the context of
an overall policy with respect ta sites at

- which contamination results from the

application of FIFR A:registered .
pesticides. Therefore, the Agency has
not reached 4 final decision on listing of
these six sites on the NPL and is
deferring: fmal rulemakmg on. these sites
at this'time:

Re]eases 0 Bad}oactzve Matermls

1{22) of CERCLA excludes
7 i"eleases of radloactlve

pertained to 126
including the 36
he remainder of

L

gar
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Many commenters raised issues that
have been raised in previous NPL-
rulemakings. These issues-are discussed
in the preambles fo previous.
rulemakings {48 FR 40658, September 8§, -
1983; 49 FR 37070, September 21, 1984},
The Agency’s position on these issues
remains unchanged. Many ef these
comments-¢riticized the HRS. Since the
HRS was promulgated as a final rule in
July 1982 (47 FR 31219}, these comments
cannot affect the scoring of the sites
proposed in October 1984.

EPA’s responges to public comments
on generie HRS issues are presented in
this section of the preamble. -

Waste Quantity

A mimber of commenters said that-the
waste quantity values assigned under
the HRS were too high because EPA had
included the nonhazardous constituems
of the hazardous substances in-
caleulating.the quantity-of waste located
at the fac;}rey* Commenters raised
similar issues in previous-final NPL

,rulemdcmgs and EPA!s responise -
remains. unchanged (48.FR:40864;

- September 8;:1983; 49FR 37677,«
»Semembercﬂ,lsa«}); S

Conszdemﬁm gf Fiaw Gmd‘zenm

Severai commenters. angued that EPA )
. should cmmdenhydwgenlogm
- information.on the direction of gmuﬁck
water flow-whenrassigning an HRS- -~
- score-te: pepnlam served:-by g;omd
© water..As was the.case with the waste. ;.

. quantuy isgue, this:issue was addxessed«

-in previous NPL rulemakings. {48 FR-
40664, September 8;1983;.49 FR. 37&77;

September 21, 1984). The rationale. £a;: o

“the Agency’ ‘s.approach.is:.further.
discussed in:the; greambiet:a the NCP_
(47 FR 3% July 16, m&z}«and is, ~

~equaﬂyﬁ apphcable ROW. : L

Scormg on tbe Baws of Current
Conditions

Many commenters*stated that EPA-

.should take current conditions into

account when scoring a site where
response actions have reduced the
hazards posed by the site: lrr response,
EPA computes HRS scores arnd lists
sites on the basis of conditions existing
before any response actions are taken in
order to represeiit the full scope of the
original prablem presented by a site.
This policy was exp}amed in the
preamble to the final revisions to the
NCP (47 FR 31187, July 16, 1982); and in
previous NPL.rulemakings (48 FR 40664,
September 8, 1983 49'FR 37078, ]
September 21; 1984)!1"}'115 Agency’s
posxﬁorr remains’ unchangeﬂ

Small Obsewed Releaée

Some commemers mamtameﬁ ﬂrat
EPA should ot agsigit '« value foran
observed release to grous
the concentratfory of contanfinant s

. below the regutatory limits specified -
- under the Safg Eﬁnhngyvafer Act‘ or

nd witer when

Site—were promulgated int a separate
rulemaking on February 14, 1985 (50 FR
6320). On September 21, 1984 49 FR
37070}, EPA deferred ralemaking on four

~ sites originally proposed in the first

update to-the NPL (46 FR 40674;
September 8, 1983). EPA has thoroughly
reviewed the comments received on
these 246 proposed sites and ifs'
decisions on the status of thése sites are
discussed in this section.

In addition to the 246 sites proposed
in September 1883, and October 1984,
EPA is including in today’s rulemaking 7
sites from NPL Update # 3:(50 FR 14115,
April 10, 1985) and 13 sites from NPL
Update # 4 [56:FR. 37950, September 18,
1985) that did: not receive public -

- comments: The inclusion of these 20

sites brings the number of sites
discussed i ioday’'srulemaking to 266

: Of these gites, 170 are being added to

- thefhtal NPE. EPA has not made a
decision-an 98'sites finclnding the 36
. Federal facility sites and the 3¢ RCRA-

;. related sites), and these sftes will

continue te be proposed. Oné site. was

"' reproposed on September 18, 1985, as

-part.of NPL Ugdate #4 (56 FR 37950].

. Finakscores for seven:sites have
dropped below 28.50 and will not be .

. mx.lnded ﬁeNﬂ»aﬂh&sm
WrﬂrHRKS’wre Changes - C

today, W&mmd mems scores
& “conimienitsand:

ton, Although these

eﬁfw@ o Histing, some-

ave resulted i the sites

different groups of 50

‘ aze pmsenfed m ’I’able

‘Raytheon.Corp

- ] - Coioradu Smuggler

~
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.On September 21,1984, EPA deferred
rulemakmg on four sites (Qlin Corp.—
Areas 1, 2, & 4, Augusta, Georgia; Sand
Springs Petrochemical Complex, Sand
Springs, Oklahoma; Pig Road, New
Waverly, Texas;.and Quail Run Mebile
Manor, Gray Summit, Missouri) that had
been included in the first proposed
update to the NPL {48 FR 40674,
September 8, 1983).

EPA determined in the promulgatxon
of the first Update (49 FR 37070,
September 21, 1984] that the HRS .
scoring documents on which the
propoesed rulemaking for the Olin Corp.
Site and.the Sand Springs Petrochemical
Complex Site was based were not in the
public docket:and were not available to -
the public during the 60-day comment
period for that proposed rule. Therefore,
EPA allowed further commerit on these
sites for a period of 60 days following
pubhcahon of the' final rule. Interested -
pames ‘were given. the opportumty to
ifispect the HRS' scprmg documents for

these two sites.

During the comiment period, EPA
recewed additional comments on the
Olin Corp (Areas 1, 2°% 4) Site.
However. the' Agem:y is contmumg this
site in pmposed status because it is an
RCRArelated site that may be deferred
underithe. revxsed RCRA related s:te
listing policy. .

No: addxtmnal comments were
recelved ‘on’the Sand Spnngs

‘ ‘Sit

Y
Dlsposm ,of the two remaining sites in
the‘September‘ ‘933 proposal wﬂl be

th proposal ‘of NPL

FR 03?0. October 15,

HRS scores or these sites are now
below/'the: éutoff & score of 28.50 and will
not be! mchxded onﬁ:e NPL. A sumimary
of the' commems and EPA’'s response are

the Revised National Priorities List—
1986."” These sites are listed in Table 2.

Table 2.—Sites Dropped From Consideration
{Scores Below 28.50)

State, Site Name, and City

California: Precision Monoltthxc. Inc.—Santa
~ Clara ‘

Florida: Davidson Lumber Co.—South Miami

Michigan: Lenawee Disposal Service, Inc.,
Landfill—Adrian

New Jersey: fame Fine Chemxcal—-—Bbund
Brook =

Texas: Pig Road—New Waverly

Utah: Mayflower Mountain Tmhngs Pond—
Wasatch °

Washington: Quendall Termmal——Renton

Reproposed Sites

One site—the Pratt & Whltney .

Aircraft/United Technologies Corp. Site
ih West Palm Beach, Florida—has been
reproposed for the NPL. The site was.
originally proposed for the NPL on
October 15, 1984 (40 FR 40320). The
Agency reproposed the site on_
Septémber 18, 1985 (50 FR 37950), and

- solicited comments on a. completely

revised HRS score. The Agency is
considering comments received on this .
site.and will make a decision whether to
include it on the NPL in a future
rulemaking. -

- Sites Still Under Consideration

The Agency has not made a final
decision for 88 sites, including 36
Federal facilities sites and 31 RCRA-
related sites (Table 3); eighty-three of
these sites will continue to be proposed.
The basis for continuing the proposal of
these sites is explained below or in
section IV of the eligibility policies. In a
separate notice in today's Federal
Register, EPA is soliciting further
comments on five sites. CoL

Table 3.—Slles Shll Under Consrderahon

Category Site Name. and Locatlon

Proposed Sxtes‘ Comment Penod Not'
Extended
Federal Facrhtles B .
Alabama Army Ammnmtn‘m Plant—~ .
Childersburg, Alabama ‘
Amnsfon Army Depot (Southeast [ndustna!
" Area)—Anmiston, Alabama
Castle Air Force Base-—Merced, California-

(USDOE}—Livermore, California
Mather Air Force Base (AC&W Disposal
Site}—Sacramento, California
McClellan Air Force Base {(Ground Water
 Contamination)-—Sacramento, California.
Norton Ait Force Base—-—San Benardino,
California
Sacramento Army Depot—Sacramento,
- California
Sharpe Army Depot—-—l.athrop California
Rocky Flats Plant (USDOE}—Golde,
Colorade -
Rocky Mountain Arsena]—Adams County,
Colorado
Dover Air Force. Base—Dover Delaware
Robins Air Force Base—Houston County,
Georgia

Joliet Army Ammunition Plant

{Manufacturing Areaj—Jjoliet, Hlinois

Sangamo Electric Dump/Crab Orchard
National Wildlife Refuge (USDOI)——-
Carterville; lllinois. :

Savanna Army Depot Actxwty—deanna
1llinois

Louisiana Army Ammumtmn Plant—-
Doyline,! Louisiana

answnck Navai Au' Stalmn-—Brunswnck
Maine. -

Lake City Army Ammumtlon Plant
{Northwesf Lagoon]——lndependence.
Missouri

VWeidon Spring Quarry (USDOE/Army)-—

St. Charles County, Missouri

j Cornhusker‘Army Ammumhon Plant—Hall

County, Nebraska '
Fort Dix (Landf‘ it Sxte)—Burlmgton County.
New Jérsey .

" Naval’ Weapons Station Earle (Site A)—

Colts Neck New Jersey. -
Griffiss, Axr Force Base—Rom& New York

Umatilla’ Army Depot (Lagopas)—

Herrniston, Oregon .

Letterkenny Army Depot (Southeast
Area)——Chambersburg Pennsylvania

Mxlan Army Ammunition Plam—Mllan
Tennessee o

Air Force: P}ant #4 1General Dynamics)—
Fort Worth Texas:

Lone Star Army Ammumtmn Plant—
Texarkana, Texas:

Hill Air Force Base—-Ogden, Utah .

Ogden ] Defense Depot—Ogden, Utah .

‘Toogle Arthy Depot (North Area)——Tooele.
Utah: - ~

Defense General Supply Center—
Chesterfield County; Vu-glma

‘ Bangor Ordnance: Dlsposal—-—Bremerton

Washmgton

" FortLewis: (Landﬁﬂ J#S)——Tacoma.
- . Washirgton - .

21065
TaBLE 1.—FINAL SITES WitH HR SCORE-CHANGES—Continued
. - MRS Score
State and Site Name City

) Propased - Final
industrial Excess Landfi .. | Uniontown 57.80 51.13
- Sanitary Landfilt Co. (Industrial Waste Disposal Co., INC.) ...c.icevenccrinvcnenns Dayton 31.94 - 3557
Pennsylvania: Westinghouse Elevator Co. Plant Cumberland Township 36.38 36.37
.- Wisconsin: National Presto Industries, Inc Eau Claire 38.54 42.39
Stoughton City Landfill Stoughton........ 32.45 35.79

Previously Proposed Sites recorded in the “Support Docuraent for Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory
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Nameé Revisions -
. A number of changes are being made C
in the site names in the October 1984
_ proposal, some in response to
information received during the
-comment period (Table 4). The change:
are intended to reflect more accurately
the location or nature of the problems &
the site, or to gwe each 31te a umque :
name. - -
_ The following site, placed on the NP1
-in October 1984, is also being reriamed;
. e American Creosote Works in
.Perisacola, Florida, becomes American
" Creosote Works, Inc. (Pensacola Plant).

‘McChord Air Force Base (Wash Rack/
Treatment Area}—Tacoma, Washington
Pesticide-Application Sites:
Kunia Wells I—Oahu, Hawaii
Kunia Wells I--0Oahu, Hawaii
~ Mililani Wells—OQOahu, Hawaii
° Waiawa Shaft—QOahu, Hawaii -
-Waipahu Wells—QOahu, Hawaii
‘Waipio Heights Wells.II —Oahu. Hawaii ‘
RCRA-Related Sites:
Moforol4; Inc. (52nd Street Plant)—-—Phoemx
- Arizona
Applied Materials—Santa Clara, ,Cal;forma
Falrchlld Camera & Instrument Corp.
. (Mountain View Plant)——*‘viountam Vlew. -
- California’
- ‘Falrchlld Camera & Instrument Corp: .
- (South San Jose Plant)—South San lose.

Montco Research Products, Inc: —Holllster,
Florida - :
Michigan Disposal Seruce (Cork Street -
Landfill}—Kalamazoo, Michigan
R Quall Run Mobile Manor—Gray Summit,”
Missouri "
Lodi Mumclpal Well—Lodl, New ]ersey
" Brio Refining Co., Inc —Friendswood,
Texas .
Sol Lynn/Industrial Transformers—
Houston, Texas :

Proposed Sltes Commem Penod Extended

o Fxrestone Tire & Rubber Co. (Salmas
-’ Plantj—Salinas, Galifornia .
Keri-McGeé (K ress/Greek{West Branch of
DuPage River)—DuPage County, Lilinois -
Kerr-McGee (Reed-Keppler Park]——West .

California . Chllsiago, lll(mmsd " '51 w Table 4. —Clmngés’ in Site Names
- FMC Corp. {Fresno Plant Fresno. Kerr-McGee | Residential Areas est )
Callforglzf . )— ) : Chicago/DuPage County, Illm)ol_s Site Name on P, mROS?d NP L ‘"’d Site’ Name
Hewlett‘Packard—Palo Alto, California ‘Kerr-McGee [Sewage Treatment Plant}— - on Final NP L o e o~
IBM Corp. (San Jose Plant)—San ]ose, . West Chlcago, lllmms . California:
California : . Alviso Dumping A:reas, Alvxso—-South Bay
. Lorentz Barrel & Drum Co —San Jose, . "Montrose Chemlcal Corp Torrance, ) Asbestos Area -
California = e California. The Montrose Chemlcal Thompson-Hayward Chemical Co » .
“ Marley Cooling Tower Co. —-Stockton, - Corp.Site in, Torrance, California, was Fresno—T,H. Agriculturé-& Nutrition Co.
‘California "~ - part of the October 15, 1984 (49 FR . Zeocon Corp./Rhone-Poulenc, Inc., East,
. Monalithic Memories, Inc. -—Sunnyvale. 40320) propos EPA is‘deferring final - Palo Alto—-—Rhone-Poluenc, Inc./Zoecon
California;: : " Corp:.

Nahonal Semmonductor Corp ——Sanla»
Clara, California
V;:Rhone -Pouleng; Inc./Zeecon Cotp
" " Palo Alio, California - : . .
S'gnetlcs, Inc. -—Sunnyvale, Cahfomla
Southem Pacific Transportation Co.— =~
- Roseville, €alifornia <.~ -

S Teledyne Semicondnmor—-Mountam Vlew, o

. Califormia- . -~ - . .
Van Waters&Rogers, ln —-San ]ose, s
California |,

¢ City Industries, lnc.-Orlando, Flonda ) o

+Olin Corp (Areﬂs ‘l 2 & 4]——Augusta.
S B Georgia ~ - - :
-l Sheffleld (Us. Ecology, lnc )—Sheffxeld
i . Hlingis' |
Chemplex Co. —Clmton/ Camanche, fowa
" U.S. Nameplgte Co.—~Mount Vernon, lowa
_National Industrial Envxronmenlal
Servxces—leey, Kansas .
El DuPont de Nemours & Co.; Ine.
(Moniague Plam)—Montague, Mlclngan
Lacl(s ln&ustnes, In

Treating. Plant}—So

County; Vlrgmia s .
> : _IBM Corp. (Manassas’ Plam Splll}— -
. _.+ . Manassas, Virginia
- SR Mobay Chemical Corp: (New Martmsvnlle
) ) ‘Plant)—New Max‘tlnsv:lle. West: Vu-gmla
Mmmg Waste Sites: i
. »~Olson/Neihart Resewo;r——Wasalch

. County, Ulah

Other Sltes. o .

) Weed Caleomla .

“Monirose Chemtcal Corp ~—'I‘orram;e
. California . - .

-——Easﬁ o

September 8, 1983)'
‘proposed health adv1sory listing
criterion, ra_the;‘ than'on an HRS st g gof

" Culpeper Wood Preservers Im: —Culpeper -

- until & later rulermaking: - . L

this : slte until addmonal

Burlingtpn Northem Rallmad (Someré*lln S ite

“:anesot mee Bend Samlary Landfill/
G

: Prewitt; NewMexxco;'Lake’Ene
(Ashtabula North Shore}, ‘Ashtabula,
ki d h

10, 1985, update
- as Love sf_Contame Service' Landf' it

. statatory
o requxremen! that the- NPL be revised to

sby American [ Demohhon Landﬁll

¢ ’Tennessee: ‘Amencau Creosote: Wdrks. Inc.; [""’

}acksnn-—Amencan Creosote Works lnc
{Jackson Plant} . :
Utah Sharon Steel Corp (Mldvale Smelter)—
¢l Corp. (Midvale Tallmgs)

rger Fly Ash Landfill,
Whltelaw-—i.emberger Landfxll lnc

Commen ts on S,z tes ‘Not Propased

EPA' recexved comments ona few
sites that wére ot proposed-as:
date: rrthe NPL These 81tes

ty Landﬁll

n the Aprxl
NPL (50 FR 14115)

e NPL, they are not
his final rule. EPA
(] evaluate
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delete sites. However, EPA has decided
to delete sites to provide incentives for
cleanup to private parties and public
agencies. Furthermore, deleting sites
allows the Agency to drive notice that
the sites have been cleaned up and gives
the public an opportunity to comment on
those actions. Section 300.66(c)(7) of the
NCP establishes criteria for deleting
sites from the NPL. Under § 300.66(c){7).
a site may be deleted where no further -
response is appropriate. In making this
determination, EPA will consider
whether any of the following criteria has
been met:

{1 EPA i in consultation thh the State.
has determined that responsible or other
parties have implemented all
appropriate response actions required: -

(2) All appropriate Fund-financed .
response under CERCLA hasbeen-
implemented, and EPA, in consnltatmn

- with the ‘State, has determined that no-

further cleanup by responstble parties.is

] appropnate. or’.

- (3) Based on remedial mvestxgatmn.

. EPA, in‘consultation with the State, has

determmed that the release poses no
sxgmflcant threat to public health or the
envxronment and therefore, remedlal
measures as not.appropriate. =

Sifes that have been deleted from the

- N'PL remain eligible for further Fund-

financed remedial actions if future
conditions warrant such action.

The criteria and procedures for
deleting sites from the NPL were
outlined initially in a guidance
memorandum dated March 27, 1984.
EPA solicited comments-on the deletion
criteria and procedures when EPA
proposed the second update to the NPL
(49 FR 40322, October 15, 1985). EPA
again solicited comments when the NCP
amendments were proposed {50 FR 5862,
February 12, 1985). The November 20,
1985, promulgation of amendments to

- the NCP reflects EPA’s consideration of
all the comments received on the criteria -

for deletion of sites on the NPL {50 FR
47912}, -

On December 31; 1985 (50 FR 53448)
EPA published a notice of infent to" -
delete eight sites from the NPL. EPA -
accepted comments on the deletion of
these sites and published a notice on’

-March 7, 1986 {51 FR 7935} indicating

that the following sites have been
deleted from the NPL: - :

» Taputimu Farm, Island of Tutmla.
American Samog. :

~ PCB Warehouse. Saipan, -

Commonwealth of the Northern Manana E

Islands - .
~ » Morris A’rsefmc Dump, Moms,

" Minnesota .

& Friedman Property (once listed as
Upper Freehold Township), Upper
Freehold Township, New Jersey

~ -PCB Spills, 243 Miles of Road.
North Carolina - .

« -Enterprise Avenue, Phlladelphxa
Pennsylvania

& -Lehigh Electric & Engmeermg Co.,
O1ld Forge Borough, Pennsylvania

« -PCB Wastes, Trust Territory of the
Pacific: Islands :

VIIL Contents of the NPL

CERCLA requires that the NPL
include; if practicable, at least 400 sites.
The NCP.amendment published today -
contains a total of 703 entries, including
170 new-sites: The 170 sites added to the

- -final list aré'shown in Table 5 by rank.
-Eaclrentry contains the name of the’
“facility; the’ State-and city or county in
* which it is Tocated; and the

. correspondiiig EPA Region. For

informational purposes, each entry is

accampamed by a notation on the

* current'status of response and cleanup
’ actwmes t: %he s:te. The deﬁmhons of
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TABLE 5.

NATIONAL PRIORITIES -LIST (BY RANK)
SITES  ADDED IN MAY 1986

NPL EPA ‘ o ' RESPONSE . CLEANUP

RANK RG ST SITE NAME * 4 CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@
GROUP 2
- 54 O FL Peak 0il Co./Bay Orum Co, Tampa R .
68 05 |IN iInternationat Minerals (E, Plant) Terre Haute’ ’ D
71 09 CA Operating Industries, lnc, Lndfll Monterey Park - F
GROUP‘V3,Z
112 08 UT Porttand Cement (Kiln Dust 2 & 3) Salt Lake Caty v . .S - .
117 10 WA Midway Landfill Kent -~ o R - 1
128 06 ‘TX Bailey Waste Disposal ) Bridge City - K R -
131 05 Ml Thermo-Chem, Inc. © -Muskegon, . . D
140° 05 MN Pine Bend Sanitary Landfull - Dakota County . - B
8y 07 1A Lawrence Todtz Farm o “Camanche T - - .- D
GROUPTQR’;' ,
159 0% OH Industrial Excess Landfitl » Un:onébﬁn o R s - .
163 02-° NY Liberty iIndustrial Finishing - -Farmtngdale o ] v . S :
: 181 . O4. NC Celianese({Shelby Fiber Operatlons) She'iby o b
T . 184 . 05 - Mi.Motor. wWheel, |nc.. L -3 LansingT v ,’, D 0
- . 186 06: TX Stewco, . Inc. ) ] 4‘,'waskom o RF -7~ .. -0
192 02 NY Johnstown City” ‘Landfill .Town of. Johnstown .- D -
193 04 NC. NC State U (Lot 86, Farm Unot #1) ‘Rateigh - L -
] 196 03~ PA Hunterstown Road . Straban Townsh;p o . R FC 0
EY - . — - e - — B — i -
. GROUP 5
213 08 'CO Eagle Mine  Minturn/Redcl iff R 'S 0
© 219 07 MO Lee Chemical - : - Liberty . Db [0}
223 095 M1 Torch Lake . Houghton County - - D
- 224 01 Rl €entral Landfill . - Johnston vV FS
228 - 03 PA MW Manufacturing ’Valley‘Townshup ; .8 -
233 03 - PA Whitmoyer Laboratories - Jackson Township - D
%: STATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES
- © #1 V = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTIATED RESPONSE' R =- FEDERAL AND STATE RESPONSE'
. . F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; N 8§ = STA?E ENFORCEMENT'
N * ACTlONS TO BE DETERMINED ’ S

ﬂMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY UNDERWAY ONE OR MORE: OPERABLE UNITS -
ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS COMPLETED OTHERS .MAY BE UNDERHAY' )
flMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY COMPLETED FOR ALL OPERABLE UNITS ‘
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‘ NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)
<ww SITES ADDED IN MAY 1986

NPL EPA ) ‘ RESPONSE CLEANUP
RANK RG ' ST SITE NAME * CiTY/COUNTY : CATEGORY# STATUS@

GROUP 5 (CON'T)

235 03 PA Shriver s Corner - Straban Townshqp . RF 0

239 05 1L Pagel's Pit Rockford D 0
240 05 MN U of Minnesota Rosemount Res Cent Rosemount S )
241 05 MN freeway Sanitary Landfill. Burnsville -
245 04 MS Newsom Brothers/0Old Reichhold Cotumbia ) R 0
250 05 IN Columbus Old Municipal Lndfi! #1. Columbus . D
. GROUP 6
253 .02 NY Tronic Plating Co., Inc. . Farmingdale ‘ ] "D .
258 02 NJ Waldick Aerospace Dev:ces, inc.. - Wall Townshnp R -8 - 0
L 263 09 CA South Bay Asbestos Area ~ - Alviso - ’ . R o b
e, 274. 10 OR Martin-Marietta Aluminum Co. The. Dalles v T :
e 275 08 CO Uravan Uranium (Union Carbide) Uravan . .. b .
) 278 05 MN Oak Grove Sanitary Landflll . Oak Grove Townshup R
287 05 OH Alsco Anaconda ~ Gnadenhutten - 8T
292 O4 AL Interstate lLead Co. (ILCO) , Leeds VR ¥S 0
- B GROUP T
305 05 IN Fort wayne Reduction Dump - " Fort Wayne

" 307 05 Wi National Presto Industries,.inc. - Edu Claire
. 311 03 MD Mid-Atlantic Wood Preservers, Inc ‘Harmans
{ 319. -06 . TX Odessa Chromium #1. o~ 0dessa
- 320 T06. TX Odessa-Chromium #2° (Andrews ngy) Odessa
321 07 NE Hasting$ Ground Water.Cantamin ‘Hastangs

325 09 . CA San Ferhando: ‘Vatiey (Area 1) " Los Anyeles .
326 09 -CA San Fernando Valiey (Area 2} s Los Ange}eslclendd
327 09 CA San fernando Valiey (Area 3) " Glendaie’

328 09 CA T.H. Agriculture & Nutrition CO.‘ Fresno -
332° 04 NC Jadco-Hughes Facility - . Belmont

333 02 NJ Monitor Devices/lIntercircuits, Inc Watll. Townsh:px
337 02 NY Hooker chemncaI/Ruco Polymer COrp H:cksvalle -

: TATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES

*: s .
#:"V = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTIATED RESPONSE' R =
F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; - o 8 =
D = ACTIONS TO BE DETERM!NED : L :
a: AMPLEMENTATION ACT|VITY’UNDERHAY ONE OR .MORE OPERABLE UNlTS'

. ONE OR_MORE OPERABLE UNITS ‘COMPLETED,- OTHERS MAY BE “UNDERWAY
1ERABLE UNITS. D"

OO«
un;u

IMPLEMENTATlON ACTIVITY COMPLETED FOR ALL
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NAT1ONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)
SITES ADDED IN MAY 1986

NPL EPA « R RESPONSE  CLEANUP
RANK RG ST SITE NAME * CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@

GROUP 7 (CON'T)

340 02 NY Applied Environmental Services Glenwood Landing . 4

: | I
) 342 01 NH Tibbets Road . ‘ ‘Barrington R . - o
R . : GROUP 8
352 (05 MI Roto-Finish Co., inc. -~ Kalamazoo D ]
353 05 MN Oimsted County Sanltary Landfcll -Oronoco D
354 07 MO Quatity Plating - . Fikeston o D
362 10 WA Toftdah! Drums CoL -. Brush. Prairie. . R - . (¢}
363 06 TX Texarkana Wood Preservnng CO. . . Texarkana . o - . D
L © 370 09 CA Westinghouse (Sunnyvale Plant) = Sunnyvale B
Lot 373 05 Mt H. Brown Co., Inc. . -Grand Rapids AN
P 374 02 NY Nepera Chemical Co. Inc. - Maybreok .- - v S
AR 380 02 NY Pasley Solvents & Chem:cals, incw Hempstead e . D
L 387 01 R! Davis (GSR) Landfill < Glocester - I
391 06 TX South Cavaicade Street ‘.- Houston L v oF
397 05 L Petersen Sand & Gravel ‘ . Libertyvitle R
GROUP ¢’

~ 401 08 MT ldaho Pole. Co. oo
-- 406 05. MN Windom Dump - . Windg
. 408 05 IL NL Industries/Taracorp Lead ‘Smelt
415 02 NJ Cinnaminson Ground Water COntaming
518 04 NC Bypass 601 Ground Water Contamin.
419 07 MO Solid State Circuaits, .inc, -
~ 420 07 NE Waverly Ground Water. COncam
421 09 CA Advanced Micro :Devices, ‘[nc,
‘432 03 PA Brown's Battery Breaking - .~
433 02 - NY SMS Instruments, Inc. .
436 02 NY Byron Barrel & Drum R
438 02 NY Anchor Chemicats Lo
439 05 Ml waste Management-Mlch (Holland)'

“Ho{tand

I

: STATéS' DESIGNATED TOP PR%OR&EY SGTES

r’*. t . 'k N
#t V = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTTATED . RESP@&Sﬁ R FEGERAL AND STATE RESPONS
" F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; - = STATE'ENFORCEMENT-.' e
D = ACTIONS TO BE DETERMINED o :
@: .= IMPLEMENTATION' ACTIVATY: ﬁﬂféﬁi’
X O = ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNVTS |
2z

s = Ty ' . T



o
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525 03 VA-L,A, Clarke & Son : ',Spotsylyanja cOuntyw

" 929 -'09 .CA Beckman Instruments (Portervitle) Porterv:lle
-530 .04 FL Dubose 0Oi! Products Co. . # Cantonment

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK) -
SITES ADDED -IN MAY 1986

NPL EPA ) ‘ RESPONSE CLEANUP
RANK RG ST SITE NAME * CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@

'GROUP 9 (CON'T)

K40 - 06 TX North Cavalcade Street Houston o R
.GROUP 10
A3
456 05 IN Neal's Dump (Spencer) C Spencer . F S8 "0
458 03 PA Westinghouse Elevator Co. Plant Gettysburg ) R F 0
465 05 Wl Stoughton City Landfill Stoughton Lo D
-468 03 PA Middletown Air Field " Middietown D (o]
473. 03 WV Ordnance Works Disposal Areas . Morgantown - £ -
476 02 . NY Suffern Viltlage Well Field ‘ Vilfage of 8uffern R - - o
477 02 NY Endicott Village Weill Fieid: Village of Endlcobt R -
478 05 MN Kummer Sanitary Landfitll - Bemidji R Tt
479 05 OH Sanitary Landfili. Company (le) -Dayton oD :
481 07 MO Valiey Park TCE Valley Park D
‘482 09 CA San fFernando Valley’ (Area u) o ‘Los Angeles - D
489 - 03 VA Avtex Fibers, inc. o Front Royal . - D -
492 02, NY Katonah Municipal Well ‘ Town of Bedford . ‘R 0
497 04 TN American Creosote (Jackson Plant) Jackson R S0
500 02 NY Preferred Platjng Corp. "Farmongdale T [
GROUP 11}‘ “ B ST

502 08 uT Montncel!o Rad COntamonated Props Montncello 5F3J3‘»'v~»'

" 505 01 MA Salem Acres - : 5 -Salem .
. ..515 10 WA Mica Landfill . e o 3”“;,M|ca‘ o . .
522 02 . NY-'Clothier Disposal : . - .Town of Granby
523 03 PA Ambler Asbestos Piles - .Ambler

527 03/ - MD Southerf Maryland Wood Treatnng “Hodlywood - .

© 53% ‘05 WI Lemberger -Landfill, Jnc. - »_‘ whitelaw ) :
-541 03: PA Modern Sanitation Landfili .. Lower Windsor Twp -
#: STATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES L R
#: .V = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTIATED RESPONSE' R .= FEDERAL*- AND STATE RESPONSE’ TP T
F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; ) . 1 8= STATE ENFORCEMENT°‘ o ’
D = ACTIONS TO BE DETERMINED i o ' R

’ .. o
IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY UNDERWAY, - ONE :OR- HORE OPERABLE UNITS;

Z5ONE OR MORE- OPERABLE UNITS: COMPLETED' :OTHERS.:MAY:BE UNDERHA
ﬁlMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY COMPLETEﬁ FOR ALL OPERABLE UNJTS i

LI-E=
u..w
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NAT 1ONAL PRIORITIES LIST {BY RANK)
SITES ADDED IN MAY 1986 <"
- . NPL EPA , RESPONSE  CLEANUP
RANK RG ST SITE NAME # - CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY#¥ STATUSE
GROUP 11 (CON'T)
543 05 Mi North Bronson Industr|a| Area Bronson
548 10 WA Northwest Transformer . Everson R 4]
549 05 WI Sheboygan Harbor & River Sheboygan
. ~ GROUP 12
552 02 NY North Sea Municipal Landf’a ] North Sea R 0
554 09 CA Louisiana=-Pacific Corp. . Oroville o
555 05 Mi South Macomb DIsposaI (Lf‘ 9 & 9A) Macomb Townskip 1]
560 02 NY Hertel Landfill Prattekitl : B b -
561 02 NY Haviland Complex - . «:_Tovn of. Hyde. Park R
562 05 MN Adrian Municipat well Fueld ) “Adrian SR -
564 07 KS Strother field lndustnal Park - Cowley County N [+ 3
565 02 NJ Fried Lndustries . East-Brunswick Twp R - 0
569 02 NY Golidisc Recordings, inc. . HWotbrook v
572 02 NY Sarney Farm .  Amenia R )
573 01 MA Rose Disposal Pit S~ Lanesboro - 2 F 8§ e
574 05 GH Van Dale Junkyard - ,Nartetta " T ' )
577 02 NY Volney Municipal Landfill T - Town. 6of Voiney YR S : o -
- 578 02 NY FMC Corp. (Dublm Road Landf‘lll) Town of Shelby v S
« 580 O4 Ky Smith's Farm _ Brooks - R 0
582 07 KS Big River Sand Co. : Witchita: : R
587 06 TX Crystal City Airport Crystal city R 0
592 02 NY Cortese Landfi¥t UVt ef Narrowsburg v S i
596 07 IA Midwest Manufactumng/Nort;h Farm . Ke "Iog Can B
600 02 NJ Pomona Oaks Residential Welis . | 6& way Townsmp R o f
602 05 MN «,Long Pra:rae Ground Water Consam g -
603 05 MN Waite Park Wells . jte!
604 09 CA Intél Magnetics e
605 09 . CA Intel Corp. {Santa -Glara thty " sam;a Cl‘ara
*: STATES'- DESIGNATED TOP PRIORH’Y SITES
« #: V'= VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTIME& RESPONSE, -
" F = FEDERAL ENFORGEMENT; ;
D = ACTIONS T0 BE DETERMINEB
a: 1 = IMPLEHENTATION ACTIVITY M&m
0. = ONE OR MORE ‘OPERABLE UN¥IS G E7
C'= IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY CONIPI;E'f{ﬂ'



21073

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LI1ST (BY RANK)
SITES ADDED IN MAY 1986

NPL EPA ' RESPONSE CLEANUP
RANK RG ST S4TE NAME #* C1TY/COUNTY CATEGORY¥ STATUS@
GROUP 13 (CON'T)
610 02 NY Kenmark Textile Corp, farmingdatle 1
612 04 KY Maxey Flats Nuclear Disposal * Hiitsboro R
613 08 MT Mouat Industries Columbus D
614 . 02 NY Claremont Polychemical Did Bethpage v s
616, 03 PA Croydon TCE ) Croydon B
617 07 1A Vogel Paint & Wax Co. ) Orange (City 5
618 05 MN Kurt Manufacturing Co. Fridley s
620 06 TX Koppers Co., Inc. (Texarkana Pit) Texarkana v F
622 08 CO Smugglier Mountain Pitkin County v F
625 05 Mt Avenue "EY Ground Water Contamin Traverse City s
629 05 MN Koch Refining Co./N-Ren Corp. Pine Bend -8
631 05 Wl Fadrowski Drum Disposal Franklin’ D
" 636 03 DE Halby Chemical Co. New Castle D
- 640 06 AR Midland Products Ola/Birta R
641 02 NY Robintech, Inc./National Pipe Co, Town of Vestal R
642 02 NY BEC Trucking . Town of Vestal . ‘ o .
‘646 03 VA Rhinehart Tire fd:re Dump frederick County - VR F 0
GROUP 14
654 01 MA Haverhil! Municipal Landfid| Haverhidd ]
657 -02 NY Coflesville Municipal Landfill Town of Co|esvalle . D [o]
658 04 FL Yelliow Water Road Dump - Baldwin R F (]
661 05 IN MIDCO 11 Gary RF L¢)
662 03 MD Kane & lLombard Street Drums - Baltimore "R , o -
664 10 WA Sitver Mountain Mine .. Loomis R : (3}
665 06 TX Petro-Chemical (Turtle Bayou) Lnberty COunty R :
666 05 OH Republic Steel Corp: Quarry . Elyria ) D
668 09 CA Intel Corp. (Mountain View Plant) Mountann view _ . F
6697 09 - CA Raythéon Corp. - Mountain View L F -
670 05 'MN Agate Lake Scrapyard : " . Fairview Township - R . 0
672 01 MA Shpack tandfill " Norton/Attlieboro - - .D
674 01 MA Norwood PCBs . . Norwood R. 0
678 05 |IN Tri-State Plating Columbus o D
680- 01 NH Coakiey tandfili . - North Hampton V R s .
#: STATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES
#:-V = YOLUNTARY OR NEGOTIATED RESPONSE- R = FEDERAL AND STATE RESPONSE'
- F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; - - S = STATE ENFORCEMENT~
D = ACTIONS TO BE DETERMINED,
‘B | = IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY UNDERWAY, ONE OR MORE 'OPERABLE’ UNITs-; oo
0 = ONE ‘OR.MORE OPERABLE. UNITS COMPLETED OTHERS MAY BE- UNDERWAY;. - . . R
C = 1MPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY COMPLETED FOR ALL OPERABLE UNITS ) oo

o e
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK) (fk
t SITES ADDED IN MAY 1986 _ -
NPL EPA : RESPONSE  CLEANUP
RANK RG ST SITE NAME # L CITY/COUNTY - CATEGORY# STATUS@

GROUP 14 (CON'T)

684 05 Wl Wausau Ground Water Contamination Wausau R 0
© 688 07 MO North-U Drive Well Concamunauon Springfield R - 0
693 10 WA Northside Landfill Spokane R 0
694 06 OK Sand Springs Petrochemical Cmplx Sand. Springs R F 0
69% . 06 TX Pesses Chemical Co. i Fort Worth R o
696 05 MN East Bethel Demolition Landf'all : East Bethel Township - D
, ~ GROUP 15
702 07 MO Bee Cee Manufacturing Co. " Malden DR . D
: STATES' OESIGNATED. TOP PRIORITY StTES - -
: -V = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTIATED RESPONSE' R'= FEDERAL AND STATE - RESPONSE'
F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; - 8§ = STATE ENFORCEMENT‘ o
D = ACTIONS TO Bt DETERMINED
@:‘v 1 = IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY UNDERWAY " ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS S
- 0 = ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS COMPLETED 'OTHERS MAY BE UNDERWAY' o °
"C = IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY COMPLETED FOR ALL OPERABLE UNITS. : ) T
' NUMBER OF NPL SITES: 170 ' S M <j‘
- BILLING CODE 6560-50-C : ' : e T R o
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The new sites added to the NPL are
incorporated into the previously
promulgated NPL in order of their HRS
score {except where EPA modified the
order to reflect top priorities designated
by the States, as discussed in the
following paragraph). The NPL is
presented in groups of 50 sites to
emphasize the fact that minor.
differences in HRS scores do not

- necessarily represent significantly

different levels of risk. EPA considers
the sites within a group to.have
approximately the same priority for
response actions..

Section 105(8}(B) of CERCLA reqmres
that, to the extent practicable, the NPL
include within the 100 highest priorities
at'least one facility designated by each
State as representing the greatest danger
to. pubhc health, welfare, orthe
environment among known facilities in
the State; Beﬁause States-are not

-required to'rely on'the HRS in’

desxgnahng heir top—prmngysﬂes, the

HRS scores.of séme of these:sites would
not‘ have iaced them among the first
eque Hy,

a judicial proceedmg All sites at which

" EPA has obligated funds for

enforcement-lead remedial
investigations and feasﬂnhty studies
also are inctuded in this category.

A number of sites on the NPL are the
subject of investigations or have been
formally referred to the Department of
Justice for possible enforcement action.
EPA'’s policy is not to release
information concerning a possible
enforcement action until a lawsuit has
been filed. Accordingly, sites subject to
pending Federal action are notincluded
in this category, but are included under
“Category To Be Determined.”

State enforcement {S). This category
includes sites where a State has filed a
.civil complaint or issued an
administrative order. It also includes
sites at which a State-court has
mandated seme form -of response action
following a judicial proceeding..Sites
where a Btate has ebligated funds for
enforcement-lead rémedial e :
investigations and feasibility:studies are
alse inchiaded in this category..

1t is-assumed that State policy is not
to release information.concerning
possible enforcement actions until such
action has been formally taken.

" Accordingly, sites subject t6 pending ‘

Statelegal-action-are not incladed in
this category, but-are incluted unﬁer
“Category ToBe’ Detemmeﬂ T
Voluntory or negatmted respazzse {V).
Sites are included in this category’ it
private parties'have started or
.completed response actions pursuant to
consent agreements, consent orders or
consent.decrees to which EPA and/or
the Stateis'a party. lisnally, the
response actions result’ from a Federal
or State enforcement action. This. = -
category includes privately-financed
remedial investigations/feasibility
. studjes, removal acfions, initial. mmdlal
measures,and/or remedial actions,
Category.to-be detemuned {D). This
category includes allsites nat listed-in
any afher. category. ;A wide range.of -
activities may be:in:progress.at sites in -
this category.:EPA:ora State:maybe -
-evaluating the type-of response actmn:m

undertake,-or a-response-actionmay-be -

determined-but funds:are notyet -

- obh;gated &\s;te“wimne an erforcement -

action may be:under-development,.or -

Federal-or:State legal action has been ‘

initiated-under authoritiesother than
CERCLA -or RCRA arealso includedin -

this category. Responsible:parties may -
‘be undertaking cleanup iactions that are -

not covered by.a consernt:decree,

consert. agmement oran admamsiz-:ﬂwef

- order.

- Cleanyp Status Codes

EPA indicates the status of Fand-
financed or-private party cleanup
activities onderway ereompleted at NPL
sites. Funddinanced response activities
which are coded include: significant
removal actions, initial remedial
measures, source control remedial
actions, and off-site remedial actions.
The status of cleanup activities
conducted by responsible parties under
a-consent decree, consent agreement,
court order,-or administrative order also
is coded. Adéﬁmaﬂy coded are similar
cleanup activities tiken independently
of EPA andjor:the State. Remedial
planmng activities ‘or engineering
studies do-net recewe a cleanup status
code. "

Many sﬁes 1xsted on: the NPL are
cleaned up in ‘stages ot “operabie units.”
For purposes of c“leanny status-coding,
an operatﬂe umt is-adiscrete action
taken as past of the entire site-cleanup
that mgmﬁcanﬂy' decreases or
ehmmates a se. threat of telease, or

osu‘re One -Or more
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has commenced. The site will be
considered for deletion from the NPL
subsequent to completion of the
performance monitoring and preparation
of a deletion recommendation. Further
site-activities could occur if EPA -
considers such activities necessary.

IX. Regulatory Impact Analysis

The costs of cleanup actions that may
be taken at sites are not directly
attributable to listing on the NPL, as
explained below. Therefore, the Agency
has determmed that this rulemaking is
fot a “major” regulation under
Execiitive Order 12291. EPA has
conducted a preliminary analysis of
economic implications of today's
amendment to the NCP. EPA believes
that the kinds of economic effects
associated with this revision are
generally similar to those effects
identified in the regulatory impact
analy51s {RIA) prepared in 1982 for the
revisions to the NCP pursuant to section
105 of CERCLA and the economic
analysis prepared when the
amendments to the NCP were proposed
{50 FH 5882, February 12, 1985). The
Agency beheves the anticipated
economic effects related to adding 170
sites to the NPL can be characterized in
terms of the conclusions of the earlier
regulatory 1mpact analysis and the most
- recent economic analysis. -

“Costs ( - i .

. EPA has determined that this . -
rulemakmg is not-a “major” regulation
under Executive Order 12291 because
inclusion of a site on the NPL does not

. itself impose any costs. It does not -
‘establish that EPA will necessarily

. undertake remedial action, nor does it
require any action by a private party or
determine its liability for site response -
costs. Costs that arise out of site -
responses result from site-by-site
decisions about what actions to take, -

not’directly‘—from the act of listing itself. -

“ Nonetheless, it is useful to consider the -

costs associated with responding to all . '

' sites included in this rulemaking.
‘Costs associated with responsible

, <party searches are imitially borne by
EPA. Responsxble parties may bear . -
some or all the‘costs of the remedial ..
investigation/feasibility - study {RIfFS), ..
- design and construction, and operation

.and maintenance {O & M), or the costs

. may be shared by EPA and the States on.
- a'90%:10% basis (50%:50% in the case of

publicly-owned snesj .Additionally, .
‘States assume all costs for O&M
- activities after the first year at sites’
involving Fund-finariced remedlal
actions..
- Rough estimates of the average per- -

site and total costs associated with each

of the above activities are presented
below. At this time, EPA is unable to
predict what portions of the total costs
will be borne by responsible parties,
since the:distribution of costs depends:
on the extent'of voluntary and, .
negotlated response and the success of .
any cost recovery a_ct;ons

Average lo!a[

. cost per site!
Cost category: .
RI/FS..... $800,000
Remedial design. . 440.000
Remedial action 2 7,200,000
Net present valué of;
[over 30 yrs. )3 whersbssensasatiannes 2 3,770,600

1984 U.S. dollars .

2 Includes. State cost share. , -

3 Assumes cost of Q&M over 30 years, S400000 for the
first year, and 10% discount rate.

Source: “Extent of the ‘Hazardous Release Problem and
Future Funding' Needs—CERCLA Section 301{a){1)(c)

Study™, December 1984, Offlce of Sohd Waste an Emer
gency Response U S. EPA.

Costs to States assocxated with
today's amendment arise from the
required State costs-share of: {1) 10
percent of remedial action and 10
percent of first year O&M costs at
privately-owned sites; and (2) at least 50
percent of the remedial planning (RI/FS
and remedial design}, remedial-action -
and first year O&M costs at publicly-
owned sites. States will assume all of
the cost for O&M. after-the first year. .
Asing the’ assumphons ‘developed in the
1982 RIA for the NCP, EPA has assumed
€ 170 sites added to-
dmentwillbe: . .
privately-owned and 10 percent will be
State or locally-owned Therefore, using
the budget projections presented above, -
the cost to States of undertaking Federal
remedial actions at all 170 sites would

. be'$764 million, 6f which $582 mﬂhon is

attributable to the State O&M cost.-

- Listing a hazardous waste site on the-
_ final NPL does not itself cause firms

te to bear-costs.

responsible for the
‘Nonetheless; a listing'may induce firms
to clean up the sites voluntarily, or it
may act as'a poten al tngger for

impose- costs e fll“ s,i

e estlmates of these
de-EPA does not -
ill b‘edea’ned

Consequently. pr
effects cannot be

lets: the volume and
stes. at the mte, the

when demdmg yvhether and how to .

ponse costs, but the o

pay. andother facters -

proceed against potentlally responmble
parties.

Economy-wide effects of tlus A
amendment are aggregations of effects
on firms and State and local -
governments. Although effects could be
felt by some individual firms and States,
the total impact of this revision on
output, prices, and employment is
expected to be negllglble at the national
level, as was the casé in the 1982 RiA

Benefzts '

" The real benefits associated with
today’s amendment to list additional
sites on the NPL are increased health
and environmental protection‘as a result
of increased public awareness of
potential hazards. In addition to the .
potential for more Federally-flnanced
remedial actions, expansion of the NPL
could accelerate privately-financed,
voluntary eleanup efforts to avoid
potential adverse publicity, private
lawsuits, and/or Federal or State
enforcement action. Listing sites as
national priority targets may also give
States increased support for funding
responses at particular sites.

As a result of the additional NPL
remedies, there will be lower human
exposure-to high risk chemicals, and.

" higher quality surface water, ground
_water, soil, and air. The magnitude of

~ these benefits is expected to be-
significant, although difficult to estimate
“in'ddvance of completmg the RI/FS at
these sites.

Associated with the costs are
significant potential benefits and cost
offsets. The distributional costs to firms
of financing NPL remedies have
corresponding “benefits” in that funds
expended for a response generate
employment, directly or indirectly

- (through purchased materials}.

X. Regulatory Flexnbthty Act Analysns

_The- Regulatory Flexxblhty Act of 1980
requires. EPA to review the impacts of
-this action on small entities, or certify
" that the action-will not have a
significant, lmpact on-a substantial
-number of small entities. By small
- -entities the Actrefers to small
- businesses, small governmental

: \]unsdlctlons, .and nonprofit -

organizations s
While mod ons to the NPL are
considered revisions to the 'NCP, they
are not typical regulatory changes since
the revisions dohot automatically
iimpose costs! The listing of sites on the
‘NPL does not in itself require any action
of any private party, nor. does it .
‘determine-the liability of any pasty for
-the cost of cleanup-at the site. Further,
no indentifiable groups are affected as a
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- whole. As a consequence, it is hard to

predict impacts on any group. A site's
inclusion on the NPL could increase the
likelihood that adverse impacts to
responsible parties (in the form of
cleanup costs) will occur, but EPA
cannot identify the potentially affected
businesses at this time nor estimate the
number of small businesses thdt might
be affected.

The Agency does expect that certain
industries and firms within industries
that have caused a proportionately high
percentage of waste site problems could
be significantly affected by CERCLA
actions. However, EPA does not expect
the impacts from the listing of these 170
sites to have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small

“businesses. -

In any case, economic impacts would
only occur through enforcement and cost
recovery actions which are taken at
EPA’s discretion on a site-by-site basis.
EPA considers many factors when
determining what enforcement actions to
take, including not only the firm’s
contribution to the prablem, but also the
firm's ability to pay. The impacts (from
cost recovery) on small governments
and nonprofit organizations would be
determined on a similar case-by-case
basis.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 300

Air pollution control, Chemicals,
Hazardous materials, Intergovemmental
relations, Natural resources, Oil,
pollution, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Superfund, Waste

treatment and disposal, Water pollution
control, Water supply.

PART 300—{AMENDED]

40 CFR Part 300 is amended to read as
follows:

1. The authority citations for Part 300
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 9605(8)(B)/CERCLA
105(8)(B}.

2. Appendix B of Part 300 is revised to
read as set forth below.

Dated: May 19, 1986.
Jack W. McGraw,

Depiity Assistant Administrator, Office of
Solid Waste and Emergency Response.

BILLING CODE 6550-50-M.
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Appendix B—Nﬁﬁbﬁd A-:Pri‘orit‘ié.s List (By Rank) ‘

NPL EPA ‘
RANK RG ST SITE NAME *# :

CITY/COUNTY

RESPONSE
CATEGORY# STATUS@

CLEANUP

 GROUP 1

1 02 NJ Lipari Landfill Pitman R F 0
2 03 DE Tybouts Corner Landfill # New Castie County VRF 0
3 03 PA Bruin Lagoon Bruin Borough R 0
4 02 NJ Helen Kramer Landfili Mantua Township R )
5 01 MA d4ndustri-Plex Wobu'rn VR 4]
6 02 NJ Price Landfill * . Pleasantvil le R F 0
7 02 NY Polliution Abatement Servuces * Oswego R 0
8 07 IA LaBounty Site Charles City v F ‘0
9 (03 DE Army Creek Landfill New Castie ‘county v F 0
10 02 NJ CPS/Madison Industries ‘Dbd Bridge Township .
11 01 MA Nyanza Chemical Waste Dump Ashdand - R
12 02 NJ Gems Landfill G1oucester Township R 1
13 05 M| Berlin & Farro Swartz .Creek VRF 0
14 - 01 MA Baird & McGuire v Holbrook R F 0
15 02 NJ Lone Pine Landfill . Freehold Township VRF :
16 01 NH Somersworth Sanitary Landfili Somersworth R
17 05 MN FMC Corp. (Fridley Plant) Fridiey \ : (0]
18 06 AR Vertac, inc. . Jacksonvnl!e v F -0
19 01 NH Keefe Envnronmental Services Epping R 0
20 08 SD Whitewood Creek * whi tewood Vv
21 08 MT Silver Bow Creek Si-l Bow/Deer Lodge R
22 06 TX French, Ltd. Crosby - VRF 0
23 01 NH Sylvester * Nashua R. 0
24 05 M! Liquid Disposal, Inc. Utica R 0
25 03 PA Tysons Dump Upper Merion Twp R F 0
26 03 PA McAdoo Assgciates * . McAdoo Borough R 0.
27 06 TX Motco Inc. # La Marque R F o]
28 05 OH Arcanum Jron & Meta | Darke County R F
29 08 MT East Helena Site 4 East Helena F .
30 06 TX Sikes Disposal Pits " Crosby - R o]
31 Ou4 AL Triana/Tennessee River - Lomestone/Morgan R F [s]
32 09 .CA Stringfellow *° . Glen Avon Helghts R F 0
33 01 ME McKin Co. ’ - Gray- R F. 0
34 06 TX Crysta! Chemical Co. Houston R 0
35 02 NJ Bridgeport Rental & Oil Serv;ces Bridgeport R - 0
36 08 CO Sand Creek Industrial Commerce City R F (4]
37 06 TX Geneva lndustries/Fuhrmann Energy Houston R F 0
38 01 MA W, R. Grace & Co. (Acton Plant) :Acton v . F 0
39 05 MN Reilly Tar (St. Louis Park Plant) St. Louis Park R F o
#: STATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES
#: V = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOT!ATED- RESPONSE n = FEDERAL AND STATE RESPONSE
" F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; 8§ = STATE ENFORCEMENT
D = ACTIONS TO BE DETERMINED
@: IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY UNDERNAY "ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS'

[[EnTII]

ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS COMPLETED _OTHERS MAY BE UNDERWAY'
IMPLEMENTATION ACT!VITY COMPLETED FOR ALL OPERABLE UNITS.
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST {BY RANK)

NPL EPA o RESPONSE CLEANUPJ
RANK RG ST SITE NAME * CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@
GROUP 1 (CON'T)
40 02 NJ Burnt Fly Bog Mariboro Townshnp - R 8
41 02 NJ vineland Chemical Co., Inc. Vinetand v F
42 04 FL Schuylkill Metals Corp,. Plant City D 4]
43 05 MN New Brighton/Arden Hills New Brighton V.R ; 0
44 02 NY 0id Bethpage Landfili Oyster Bay VA S
45 02 NJ Shieldaltloy Corp. Newfield Borough v -]
46 04 FL Reeves SE Galvanizing Corp. Tampa - D-
47 08 MT Anaconda Co. Smelter Anaconda v F 1
48 10 WA Western Processing Co., Inc. Kent VRFS
49 09 W! Omega Hills North Landfitl Germantown S
50 .04 FL American Creosote (Pensacoia) Pensacola R F
GROup 2
51 02 NJ Caldwell Trucking Co, "Fairfield R S .
52 02 NY GE Moreau : South Gilen Falls v. F.S 0
53 05 . IN Seymour Recycling Corp. * Seymour ‘ "V.R F 0
54 04 FL Peak 0Oii Co,/Bay Drum Co. - Tampa R :
5% 05 OH United Scrap Lead Co., Inc. Troy R o -
56~ 06 OK Tar Creek (Ottawa County) Ottawa County R o .
57 07 KS Cherokee County Cherokee County - R |
58 02 NJ Brick Township Landfill Brick Township v 8§
59 (05 Ml Northernaire Plating Cadillac R 0
60 05 Wl Janesville Oid Landfill Janesville F
61 10 WA Frontier Hard Chrome, Inc. vancouver R
62 04 SC Independent Nail Co. Beaufort R .
63 04 SC Kalama Speciaity Chemicals Beaufort s
64 05 Wi 'Janesville Ash Beds ‘Janesvitle o U F
.65 O4 FL Davie Landfilt Davie = = - E o
66 05 OH Miami 60uncy Incunerator Troy ~ = . ‘ F .
~67 04 FL Gold-Coast Oit Corp. : Miami- “'““‘““-\"‘:”"”"f” D O
68 05 1IN International Minerals (E Plant) Terre Haute . S SRS B
69 05 Wl Wheeler Pit La Prairie Townshnp - 8§
70 09 AZ Tucson inti- Anrport Area Tuéson S
71 09 CA Operating Industries, Inc. Lndfll Monterey Park : - F o -
72 02 NY Wide Beach Development -Brant . R - 0.
#: STATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES | ' .
#: V = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTIATED RESPONSE R = FEDERAL AND STATE RESPONSE;)
~ F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; - S = STATE ENFORCEMENT° : .
D = ACTIONS TO BE DETERMINED - - i
@: | = |IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY UNDERWAY, ONE-OR.MORE . OPERABLE UNITS; -
© 0= ONE OR MORE -OPERABLE UNITS COMPLETEU “OTHERS: MAYABE> UNDERWA)
s IMPLEMENTAT 10N ACTIVITY' COMPLETED FOR ALL.OPERABLE SUNA TS
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST {BY RANK)

NPL EPA : o RESPONSE  CLEANUP
RANK RG °ST SITE NAME + : CA TY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@

D

GROUP 2 (‘CON'T)

73 09 CA Iron Mountadin Mine Redding R

74 02 NJ Scientific Chemical Processing . <Tarlstadt v Fs 0
75 08 CO California Gulch : leadville +
76 02 NJ D'imperio Property . Hamiiton Township - R :
77 05 MN Oakdale Dump Oakdaie -V (¢]
78. 05 M! Gratiot County Landfili * St. Louis VRFS 0
79 ~01 R Picillo Farm # Coventry R¥F & AY
80 01 MA New Bedford Site * New Bedford VRFS 0
81 06 LA Oid Inger Oil Refinery # Darrow R 1 -
82 05 OH Chem=-Dyne * . Hamifton VR FS 0
83 0 SC SCRDI Bluff Road * Columbia ) VR ¥ .0
84 01 CT Laurel Park, Inc, # . Naugatuck Borough v ) :
.85 08 CO Marshall Landfill #* Boulder County F 0
86 05 L Cutboard Marine Corp, * Waukegdan F
87 06 NM South valley * - Atbuquerque ¥ R.F 4 -
.88 01 VT Pine Street Canal # Burlington ..~ D
89 03 WV West-Virginia Ordnance * ‘PoOint Pleasant Foo 0
90 07 MO Ellisville Site ¥ L Etiisville RFS 0
91 08 ND Arsenic Trioxide Site * - “Southeastern N, D. SR B
92 03 VA Matthews Electroplating * ‘Roanvke County - - R - . 0
93 07 IA Aidex Corp, * Council Bluffs R D
94 09 AZ Mountain View. Mobile Home Estates Globe - e ROF G
95 04 TN North Holtiywood Dump * . Meniphis VR % 0
96 04 KY A.L. Taylor (Valiey of Drums:) * Brooks R F 0
. 97 09 GU Ordot Landfill #* ) R
T 98 04 MS Flowood Site * ) ‘ v
99 (08 UT Rose Park Siudge Pit # ‘S “1ake City. . V el c .
100. 07 KS Arkansas City Dump * C Arkansas c:cy . R R

101 05 L A & F Materual Reclalmtng, lnc..‘”GT
‘102 03 PA Douglassville Disposad- B
"103 02 NJ Krysowaty Farm -:
104 05 MN Koppers Coke ;
105- 01 MA Plymouth Harbor/Cannon Engnrng

#: STATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRlORITY SITES ) -
_#: V = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTIATED RESPONSE; R = FEDERAL AND 'STATE RESPON

" F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; - - Ts= STATE ENFORCEMENT;
D = : :

ACT!ONS J0 BE DETERMINED

co-—
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X : ‘
NATIONAL PRIO

RITIES LIST (BY RANK)

Pioneer Sand Co.

_Warrington -~ " R S

T NPL. EPA ‘ . ‘ o RESPONSE' CLEANUP'
RANK RG ST SITE NAME * CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@
“GROUP 3 (CON'T)
106 10.- 1D Bunker Hill Mining & Metallurg Smeiterville ; FS. .
107 02 ' NY Hudson River PCBs Hudson River: (. . R J
108, 02 NJ Universal Oil Products(cnem Div) East Rutherfond v 'S
109 09 CA Aerojet - General Corp. Rancho Cordova . . F i
10 - 10 WA Com Bay, South Tacoma Channel Tacoma VRFS .0
11 03 PA Osborne Landfill . Grove City ‘ TV S .
12 08 -UT Portland Cement (Kiln Dust '2 & 3) Salit Lake City N S
13 01 CT 0ld Southington Landfill ) ‘ Southington ‘ s
14 02 NY Syosset Landfill . Oyster Bay D
15 ,09 AZ Nineteenth Avénue Landfiil Phoenix .S
16 10. OR Teledyne Wah Chang Atbany !
17 10° WA Midway tandfiti. . Kent - R !
18 02 NY Sinclair Ref.nery Wellsville - R .
119 04 AL Mowbray Engineering Co.: Greenville * R 0
120 05 Ml Spiegelberg Landfill : Green Oak Township R 0
121 O4 FL Miami Drum Services Miami i R . 0
'122 02 NJ Reich Farms pPleasant Placns R . :
123 10 D uUnion Pacific Railroad Co. - Pocatello ‘ R -
124 02 NJ . South Brunswick Landfill . South Brunswnck L vYF 0
125 04 AL Ciba-Geigy Corp. {Mcintosh Plant) Mcintosh | o .- D i
126 04 FL Kassauf-Kimerling Battery Tampa VR F
127 .05 1L Wauconda Sand & Grzel Wauconda L5 R
128 06 71X Bailey Waste Disposal Bridge City R
129 01 - NH Ottati & Goss/Kingston '‘Steel Drum Kingston - VR FS -0
130. 05 M1 Ott/Story/Cordova - ‘Dalton Township R ¥ . 0
131 05 Ml Thermo-Chem, Inc. Muskegon o D. )
132 102 . NJ NL industries . - Pedricktown ) D :
133 05 -MN St. Regis Paper Co, Cass Lake CT S 3
134 02 NJ Ringwood Mines/Landfill Ringwood Borough v F )
13%° 04 Fi. Whitehouse Dit Pits. Whitehouse R ‘0
136 04 -GA Hercules 009 Landfill - Brunswick o m.“’g\ D -
‘137 05 Mt Velsicol Chemical (Michngan) St. Louis . ~v\, s - 1
-138- 05 OH Summit National Deerfield Tovnsh:p R K 0
139 " 02. NY Love Canall; . Niagara Fails R FLS 0
‘140 05 MN Pine Bend Sanitary Landuu Dakota County - -
“143 07 1A Lewrence Todtz Farm ; _Camanche '
142 0% iIN Fisher=Calo . - “LaPorte . . . - F -

R = FEDERAL AND STATE nzsmuss« o

$ = STATE ENFORCEMENT'




F N

R

- ﬁFORCEMENT,~».
DETERHINED

FEDERAL AND STATE RESPONSE'
STATE ENFORCEMENT'”
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‘ NAT{ONAL PRIORITIES .LIST (BY RANK)
NPL  EPA i o B o . RESPONSE. .~ CLEANUP. A
"RANK RG ‘ST SITE NAME . * CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@ R
o {‘ ! ‘, ) ‘ ) N -
GROUP '3 (CON'T)
by 05 M! Springfield Township Dump Davusburg L ? R
145 03 PA Hranica Landfill T Buffalo Townshlp . D 0
146 Of NC Martin Marietta, Sodyeco, inc. . “Charlotte -V .
“147 04 FL Zeliwood Ground Water Contam- Zet twood | . F \
148 05 #®i Packaging Corp. Oof America Filer City~ v F
. 149 -05. Wi Muskego Sanitary Landfili " Muskego F Lo
150 02 Ny Hooker (s Area) - Nuagara Falls F's .. N
2 GRQUP ;9‘
A . . " N i
15t 03 ‘PA’ Lindane Dump " Harrisor Township - D - O
152° 08 CO Central City-Clear Creek . Idaho Springs "R :
. 153. 02 . NJ Ventron/Velsical Wood Ridge Borough VR. §
b 154 04 FL Taylor Road Landfitl . Seffner . " F -0
155 01- Rt Western Sand.& Gravel. cBugrittville " R . S 0 -
156 04 . SC Koppers Co., Inc (Florpnce Piant) Florence ' . S -
157. 02 - NJ ‘Maywood Chemical Co. - Maywood/Rochelle Pk R o 0
158 02 NJ Nascolite Corp. : ‘: Miltviite - - N R . )
159 05- OH Industrial Excess Landrull .Uniontown ~ ‘R, S f
160 06 - OK Hardage/Criner . . Criner S R .
161 05 M! Rose Township Dump, ‘ - ., Rose. Townshap R .
162 05 'MN _Waste Disposatl: Engoneerung Andover ' VR FS
[ Liberty Industriaf F-n.shang Farmingdale V. 8. .
Kin-Buc-tandfitl’ _Edison. Township VRF 4] N
‘Bowers. Landfit} .Circleviile A F -
J Ciba-Geigy Corp. . Toms River v ¥F
Butterworth #2 Landfull ... -Grand Rapids i F . N
J American Cyanamid Co. C .Bound -Brook . v S e p
_Heleva Landfill ‘ " North. Whltehatl TWp VRF. o i
.Ewan Property ‘ " Shamong Townshup ' R ’
NY -Batavida Landfill .. Batavia Vv F -
BoiSe Cascade/Onan/Medtronccs - Fridiey . A [ N
“L&RR, dnc. - ' _North - Smlthfueld ; '
CFL-NW 58th Street Landf|l| - Hiateah . : )
‘ ﬁoelnlah Road = - iltEgg Harbor Townsh:p , L N
AM Cr "Erie’ - ' o~ o
¢ N . - ) -
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vNATlONAL PRtORiTIES‘L!ST'(BV 8ANK)

NPL  EPA - ; RESPONSE CLEANUP
SN RANK RG ST S1TE -NAME # " CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@’

C

GROUP # {CON'T)

177 02 NJ Gien Ridge Radium Site Glen Ridge - R 0
178 02 NJ Montctair/West Orange Radium Site Montciair/W Orange R °
179 O FL Sixty-Second Street Dump- - Tampa R

180 05 Ml G&H Landfifi - ytica R

181 04 NC Cedanese(Sheiby Fiber Operations) Sheiby . D

182 02 NJ Metaltec/Aerosystems Franklir Borough R

83 05 Wl Schmatz Dump } - Harrison R R :
184 05 MI Motor wheel, Inc. 1.ans ing ‘ 7D 0
185 02 NJ Lang Property . Pemberton Townshnp R T T :
186 06 TX Stewco, inc, : . Waskom R F 0
187 02 NJ Sharkey Landfiti ‘ Pa:suppany Troy Hﬂs R

188 09 CA Selma Treating Co. : - Selma R

189 06 LA Cleve Reber . Sorrento S T NR 1
190 05 IL Veisicol Chemical (titinoisy - Parshaii - R T -
191 05 Ml Tar Lake “Mancelona Township - .
192 02 NY Johnstown City Landfill - Hown of Johnstown -
193 04 NC NC State U (tot 86, Farm Unot #13 Raileigh : o
194 08 CO Lowry Landfiti "~ Arapahoe Covn%y 5k < 2
195 05 MN MacGillis & Gibbs/Bell Lumber “New Brighton : 1 -
196 03 PA Hunterstown Road o - “Stvaban Township R
197 02 NJ Combe Fill North Landfill - . .. ' Mount Olive Twp -
198 01 MA Re-Solve, fne. ‘ Partmouth

199 02 NJ Goose Farm - . ‘Plumstead Townshnp
200 Ou TN Velsacol Chem (Hardeman county) . Joone ‘ o

P 201 02 .NY'York Oil: co
o 202 O4 FL Sapp Battery Salvage
N - 203 .04 SC Wamchem, dnc. - ‘
P L . 204 02 °NJ Chemical Leaman Tank Lines;
“ 905 05 Wl Master Disposail Service Laﬂﬂfiﬂu
" 206° 07 KS Doepke Disposal Site (Holl:day)
T 207 02 'NJ Filerence Land Recontouring LF " “Fiowrence. chnshwp

208 01 Rl Davis Liquid Waste - L Smithfield

- - 209. 01 MA‘Charles-George Reclamatton Lf w”l?yngsborough

wJﬂhﬂson COunty

- TATES',DESIGNATED TOP, PRIORITY SITES~

#*:. 8 ‘
#: V = VOLUNTARY-OR NEGOT%&*EQ‘K{S?UNSE TR = ’TE”ERKL ﬁ"
F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; S 8= $Tﬁ$£ TNFORCEMENT'
“ b= ACTIONS TO BE! DETERMINED ) _
e: | = IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY. UNDERWAY, Oﬂﬁ Oﬂ MORE 0P£
N ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNﬁTS ﬁﬂn?L{IEﬂ Omﬂﬁﬁs MAV*
» c=

o
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LTST (BY RANK)

NPL - EPA 3 C ) o RESPONSE ~ CLEANUP
RANK RG ST SITE NAME #* . GITY/COUNTY CATEGORY#.. STATUS@ -

GROUP 5 {GON'T3.

210 02 NJ King of Prussia . Winslow Township . - V _F
211 03 VA Chisman Creek ) ... York. County Y
212 05 OH Nease Chemical - Salem S }
213 08 CO Eagle Mine : ‘Manturn/Redcl|ff R S o
214 02 NJ W. R. Grace & Co. (Wayne Plant) Wayne : ~Township - R ’ [}
215 02 NJ Chemical Control : -~ .Etizabeth R. S .. 0
216 Q4 SC Leonard Chemical Co., lnc. = _Rock Hill . s - o
217 0% OH Allied Chemical & Ironton Coke - itranton RF " = )
218 05 M| Verona Weil Field . .+ . . -Battle Creek R . 1
219 07 MO Lee Chemical . -‘;~VL;berty : - D 0
220 01 CT Beacon Heights Landfifl. - Beacon Falls SR
221 04 AL Stauffer Chem (Cold Creek Plant) _Bucks B " AT o
222 0% MN Burlington Narthern (Brainerd). ;Bralner¢/Baxter V.o oL Yo
223 09 Ml Torch Lake - . Houghton County R S
224 01 RY Central) Landfiil -+ . Johnaston vV _F S
225 03 PA Malvern TCE ’ Lo u;‘afAMalvern e o -
02 NY Facet Enterpr;ses, the. - N 3 1 vV F T B
' 03 DE Delaware Sand & Gravel Landf:ll R o
03 PA 'MW Manufacturing C - T
O4. TN Murray~Ohio Dump ) k,‘,4' | vV - s -
05 IN Envirochem- Corp : ‘;‘,;Znonsvalle VREF 0
“05 IN MIDCO | b T Gary. | 0
‘0% . OH South Point Plant - -~ ;;;' -South . Point F.o 1
03 PA Whitmoyer Laboratories © Jackson® Township . -2 D ,
04 FL Codeman-Evans Wood Preserving- Co. Whitehouse - RE'S 0
. 03 ' PA Shriver"s‘Corner : - Strab n Townshap R F_ 0
03 PA Dorney Road. lLandfiit’ - R
F

©05 IN Northside Sanitary Landfill, -inc- Z

04 FL fFlorida Steel- corp. -

05 L Pagel's Pit ., - .
.05 MN U of Minnesota . Rosemaunt Res,‘
1 .05 MN. Freeway Sanitary Landfifl
2--09 . AZ .Litchfield Airport Area -
_243--°02 © NJ Spence . Farm =~ N

244 06 AR Mid<South Wood Products
: 245 - 04 MS Newsoim. Brothers/Old Reachho
" 246 09 -CA Atlas Asbestos Mine . S
247, 09 CA;Coalonga Asbestos Mine -

: STATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES .
: = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTIATED. RESPONSE'aZ
= FEDERAL - ENFORCEMENT; "~ = ~ . | :
= ‘ACTIONS -TO.-BE DETERMINED.

v
F
D , C
"IMPLEMENTATJON AcTIVITY UNoEgSAf,a}f

e

ety i ki

T N T i o
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'NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST {BY RANK)

f”\\ NPL EPA ‘ _ RESPONSE  CLEANUP
| RANK RG ST SITE NAME * CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@

GROUP 5 (CON'T)

248 04 FL Brown Wood Preserving Live Oak v F :
2u9 02 “NY Port Washington Landfill Port Washington - R 0
250 05 |IN Columbus Old Municipal Lndfil #1 Columbus D
. . GROUP 6
251 02 NJ Combe Fili South Landfill Chester Township R
252 02 NJ JIS Landfill - Jamesburg/S., Brnswck 8
253 02 NY Tronic Plating Co., Inc. Farmingdale o D
254 03 PA Centre County Kepone State College Boro -~ ' § (o}
295 05 OH Fields Brook Ashtabula R )
256 01 CT Solvents Recovery Service “ Southington . F 1
257 08 €O Woodbury Chemical Co. Commerce -City "R ]
258 02 NJ Waldick Aerospace Devices, Inc. Wall Township R 8§ 0
259 01 MA Hocomonco Pond westborough - SR
260 04 KY Distler Brickyard - West Point - RF .~ 0
261 02 NY Ramapo Landfill ' ~ Ramapo S A '
262 09 CA Coast Wood Preserving ’ Ukiah : c -8
263 09 CA South Bay Asbestos Area Alviso R : 0 -
“264 02 NY Mercury Refining, inc. Colonie S
265 04 FL Holtlingsworth Soliderless Terminal Fort Lauderdale R
266 02 NY Olean Well Field Olean RF (4]
267 O4 FL Varsol Spill : Miami R
268 05 MN Josiyn Manufacturing & Supply Co, Brooklyn Center
269 08 CO Denver Radium Site Denver , R: I
E 270 Oh FL Tower Chemical Co. . - Clermont B R | I
271 07 MO Syntex Facility ' ' ‘ verona - Vo B
{ 272. 08 MT Milltown Reservoir Sedcments Milltown . s ‘R - X
pO 273 05 MN Arrowhead:Refinery Co. Hermantown (R 1
T 274 10 OR Martin-Marietta Aluminum Co.  The Dalles -
275 - 08 €O Uravan ‘Uranium (Unnon Carb:de) “Uravan- ) R
L .276 02 NJ Pijak Farm ‘Plumstead Townsh!pi; vV R~
277 02 NJ Syncon Resins' ‘South Kearny . "R
278 05 MN Oak Grove Sanitary Landfill ‘Oak Grove Townshupi- R - .
279 09 CA Liquid Gold Oil Corp. ‘Richmond - : - -
280 09 CA Purity OQil: Sales, Inc. Malaga R 0
#: STATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES T :
_ #: V = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTIATED RESPONSE'»,R = FEDERAL AND - STATE RESPONSE' LT
" F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; s = STATE ENFORCEMENT-‘ - BT
D = ACTIONS TO BE. DETERMINED . . U
a: | = IMPLEMENTAT | ON ACTlVITY UNDERWAY, ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UN]TS;-
=+ 0 = ONE OR MORE.OPERABLE UNITS COMPLETED, OTHERS-MAY- ‘BE UNDERWAY;
C = IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY COMPLETED FOR ALL OPERABLE UN!TS G

SiEh - - T s € SRR S CLATTEEEARRESL . EmmmAammEeEET . =
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LiST (BY RANK)

.

NPL EPA P . RESPONSE , CLEANUP

.

RANK RG ST SITE NAME * - CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# .STATUS@

GROUP 6 (CON'T) "~

281 01 NH Tinkham Garage ' Londonderry , FS [}
282 04 FL Alpha Chemical Corp. ‘ Galloway v ’
283 02 NJ Bog Creek Farm Howe!ll Township R
284 01 ME Saco Tannery Waste Pits Saco . R (o]
285 , 02 PR Frontera Creek : Rio Abajo - F
286 04 FL Pickettvilie Road Landfiftl Jacksonvillé v F
287 05 OH Alsco Apaconda Gnadenhutten S
288 01 MA iron Horse Park Billérica _ R 0
289 03 PA Palmerton Zinc Pile Palmerton v F -
290 05 IN Neal's Landfill (Bloomlngton) Bigomington v F
291 05 W! Kohier Co. Landfitl K@Jer . A
: 292 04 AL interstate Lead Co. (ILCO) - Léeds. -V RF S o]
o - 293 01 MA Silresim Chemical Corp. . Lowed | R S 0
R 294 01 MA Wetlis G&H . .. Webarn v F - «
295 02 NJ Chemsoi, Inc. oo Piscataway v s
296 05 Wl Lauer | Samitary Landfill ... "Menomonee Falls - , -8
297 05 Ml petoskey Municipal wWeil Field - Petoskey F o
298 05 MN.Union Scrap B . Minneapolis. . -
299 02 NJ Radiation Technoiogy, Inc, Rockaway Township v -1
300 02 NJ Fair Lawn Well Field o faur Lawn V. s
;QROQP ,?:'
301 05 IN Main Street Well Field =~ . “Etkhart. :
- 302 05 MN.Lehillier/Mankato Site i ,‘xLehsllner/Mankato
. 303 10 WA Lakewood Site’ A Lakewood
304 03 PA .industrial Lane A";wullaams Township
305 05 |IN Fort Wayne Reduction Dump - - -Fort:Wayne .
- 306 05 Wl Onataska Municipal Landfitl - ~Onalaska -
—". *~30705~ Wl Nationa! Presto tmdustries, 'Inc., ~Eau-Claire

308 02 NJ Monroe Township Landfill M oo
".309 02 NJ Rockaway Borough Well F.eld ‘nReckaway Township R
©"310 05 1IN Wayne Waste Oil Cotumbia Clty

311 03 MD Mid-Atiantic Woed Preseryers, Jnc “Harmans -

312 10 ID Pacific Hide & Fur Recyclsng Co, Pecatelio

KO 313 07 1A Des Moines TCE Des-Moines -
#: STATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES ~ Cl ‘ Lo :
#:. V = YOLUNTARY OR NEGOTYATED R£SP@NSE,U¢R’?'§EDE£AL,AND sTAte R£SPQH$E
~ F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; . s = STATE ENFORCEMENT; -
-D = ACTIONS TO BE DETERMINED, . S P

IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY: UNBiRVAX ’ONE’ERﬂMORE QFERABLE YNATS; . .
' ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNH?SwGQMPLEIEﬂ,ﬁ THERS MAY Bt UNDERWAY:.. -
. IMPLEMENTATION. ACTIVITY COMPLETED FOR ALL OEERRBLE ﬂﬂiTS,vr‘

QOO ~
Wil
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RN

) NATIONAL PR!ORITIES LlST (BY RANK)
NPL EPA ' RESPONSE ~ CLEANUP

oo, RANK RG ST SITE NAME * CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@
N -
—_ GROUP 7 (CON'T)
314 02 NJ Beachwood/Berkley Welis v Berkley Township R 0
315 02 NY Vestal Water Supply Well 4-2 Vestal v S
316 02 PR Vega Alta Public Supply Wells Vega Alta F
317 05 Ml Sturgis Municipal Wells Sturgis R
318 05 MN Washington County Landfill Lake Elmo S
319 06 TX Odessa Chromium #1 Odessa R
320 06 TX Odessa Chromium #2 (Andrews Hgwy) Odessa R
321 (07 NE Hastings Ground Water Contamin Hastings R
322 09 AZ itndian Bend Wash Area Scottsdale/Tempe v F
323 09 CA San Gabriel Valley (Area 1) El Monte . R !
324 09 CA San Gabrie! Valiey (Area 2) Baldwin Park Area R ;
e 325 - 09 CA San Fernando Valley (Area 1) Los Angeies D
e 326 09 CA San Fernando Valley (Area 2) Los Angeies/Glendale D
- 327. 09 CA San Fernando Valley (Area 3) Glendale D
328 09 CA T.H. -Agriculture & Nutrition Co. Fresno D
-329 10 WA Com Bay, Near Shore/Tide Flats Pierce County RFS _
330 05 iL LaSalle Electric Utilities LaSatlle R . !
331 05 (L Cross Brothers Pail {Pembroke) Pembroke Township R : 1
332 -04 NC Jadco-Hughes Facility Belmont . : D
333 02 NJ Monitor Devuces/lntercircucts tnc Wall Township D ‘
334 02 PR Upjohn Facility Barceloneta E Db 0
335 09 CA McColl T "Fullerton R F i
336 03 PA Henderson Road Upper Merion Twp v F
337 02 NY Hooker Chemical/Ruco Polymer Corp Hicksville ‘ D
338 10 WA Colbert Landfill Cotbert R S [¢)
339 06 LA Petro-Processors Scotlandville -- .Y F
340 02 NY Applied Environmental! Services Glenwood Landing’ o8 |
341 Q2 PR Barcetoneta Landfill . Florida Afuera R D~
“342 01 'NH Tibbets Road . - Barrington - - - R- °© 0
c 343 - 03 MD Sand, Gravel & Stone . Etkton ‘VRF - 0.
LN 344 05 Ml Spartan Chemical Co. - Wyoming *V' S -
\ 345 02 NJ Roebiing Steet Co, , Florence R :
B 346 03 PA East Mount 'Zion - ‘Sprlngettsbury Twp - R, L -
. . 347 04 TN Amniicola Dump . *+  Chattanooga . SRS s
B 348 02 NJ Vineland State School ~ Vineland A B
349 01 MA Groveland Wells Groveland V R ’
. 350 02 NY'Generat Motors (Cent Foundry Div) Massena V. ' F
*: STATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES =~
#: V = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTIATED RESPONSE; R = FEDERAL AND STATE . RESPONSE;
F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; S = STATE ENFORCEMENT- S
D = ACTIONS TO BE DETERMINED .
@: | = IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY UNDERNAY ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS" e
: 0 = ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS COMPLETED OTHERS MAY BE UNDERWAY- < R
. C = IMPLEMENTATION' ACTIVITY COMPLETED FOR ALL: OPERABLE UNL £ TR :
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)
NPL EPA RESPONSE  CLEANUP

RANK RG ST SITE MAME * - CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@
GROUP 8
351 O4 SC SCRDI Dixiana Cayce : RF S 0
352 05 Ml Roto-Finish Co., Inc, " Kalamazoo D. ¢}
353 05 ..MN Oimsted County Sanitary Landfill Oronoco [3)
354 07 MO Quality Plating Sikeston D
355 07 MO Fuibright Landfilli Springfield : D
356 .03 PA Presque Isle ‘ Erie : R
357 02 NJ Williams Property Swainton . R
358 02 NJ Renora,  Inc. Edison Township .V F 0
359 02 NJ Denzer & Schafer X-Ray Co. Bayville \% s
360 02 NJ Hercules, Inc. {Gibbstown Plant) Gibbstown D
361 095 .IN Ninth Avenue Dump Gary ) R .
- 362 10 WA Toftdah! Drums " Brush Praurte - R - 0
363 06 TX Texarkana Wood Preserving Co. Texarkana : D
364 06 AR Gurley Pit -Edmondson F
365 01 RI Peterson/Puritan, Inc, Lincoln/Cumberiand ,
366 07 MO Times Beach Site Times Beach R. 0
367 05 Mt Wash King Laundry ‘ Pleasant Plains Twp R
368 05 MN Whittaker Corp. ) Minneapolis - 8
369 05 MN NL industries/Taracorp/Goiden St. -Louis Park . .- S I |
370 09 CA Westinghouse (Sunnyvale Plant)  Sunnyvale b
371 01 CT Keliogg-Deering Well Field . Norwa l k R
372 01 MA Cannon Engineering Corp. (CEC). - Bridgewater R S
373 05 MI H. Brown Co., Inc, . Grand Rapids b
374 02 NY Nepera Chemical Co., Inc. : Maybrook Vv :
375 02 NY Niagara-County Refuse Wheatfield . D
376 O4 FL Sherwood Medical Industries Deland = - - -D
377 Ou4 AL Olin Corp. {Mcintosh Plant) - Mcintosh- : D
378 05 Mi Southwest Ottawa County Landfill _.Park.Township \' -
379 @2 NY Kentucky Avenue Well Field i -Horseheads .
380 02 NY Pasiey Solvents & Chemncals. Inc.,Hempsmead o
381 02 NJ Asbestos Dump - o Mitlington -V
382 04 KY Lee's Lane Landfill - 7 :Jlouisville V.
"383° 06 AR Frit iIndustries © 7. Walgwuit Ridge v
384- 05 OH Fultz Landfill - . -Jackson Townshlp
385 O4 FL Tri=City 0il Conservatoonust, inc Tampa.
386 - 05 OH Coshocton Landfilil . Franklin Township =
387 01  R{ Davis {GSR) Landfill Glocester .
388 03 PA Lerd-Shope Landfiii "Glrard Township 'V
#. STATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES - R
#: V = VOLUNTARY OR-NEGOTIATED RESPONSE' R = FEDERAL AND STATE RESPGMSE‘? : o
F. = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; . 8§ = STATE ENFORCEMENT'
D = ACTIONS TO BE DETERMINED., o H

 IMPLEMENTATION. ACTlVlTY'UNDERWAY,rONE<DB 0R5>0?£QABL£'9«175~-QA_"f;;';" S
ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS COMPLETED, OTHERS MAY BE UNDERWAY; ...
= IMPLEMENTAT ION ACTIVITY COMPLETED ‘FOR ALL OPERABLE UNITS.

Bo~ o
W

——
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)

NPL EPA RESPONSE CLEANUP
RANK RG ST SITE NAME * CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@
GROUP 8 (CON'T)
389 10 WA FMC Corp. {(Yakima Pit) Yakima R
390 05 W! Northern Engraving Co. Sparta \' F
391 06 TX South Cavalcade Street Houston ) F
392 01 MA PSC Resources ‘Paimer S 5
392 05 M) fForest Waste Products Otisville " RF
394 03 PA Drake Chemical Ltock ‘Haven R
395 01 NH Kearsarge Metallurgical Corp. Conway s
396 O4 SGC Palimetto Wood Preserving Dixianna R
397 05 |IL Petersen Sand & Gravel Lnbertyvulle R
398 05 M| Clare Water Supply Clare R F
399 03 PA Havertown PCP Haverford F - (6]
400 03 DE New Castie Spill New Castle County D
GROUP 9

401 08 MT Idaho Pole Co. Bozeman ) D |
3402 05 IN Lake Sandy Jo (M&M Landfill) “Gary - R - ‘
403 05 L Johns-Manvillie Corp. Waukegan F
4o4 05 M|l Chem Central -Myoming Township o R
405 0% Mi Novaco Industries Temperance R
406 05 MN Windom Dump Windom ’ ‘ D
407 02 NJ Jackson Township Landfitl Jackson Township D o
KO8 0% 1L NL industries/Taracorp Lead Smelt Granite City . v FS
409 05 MI K&l Avenue Landfill Oshtemo Township . F
810 10 WA Kaiser Atuminum Mead Works. Mead o !
‘411 05 MN Perham Arsenic Site Perham R o
412 0% MiI Charlevoix Municipal Well “Charlevoix R’ 1
K13 02 NJ Montgomery Township ‘Housing Dev -Mentgomery Township R -
Btk 02 NJ Rocky Hill Municipai Well Rocky Hill Borough-.....-R
419 02 NJ Cinnaminson Ground Water Contamnn Cinnaminson Township R
416 02 NY Brewster Welti Fiedid Putnam County R .
417 02 NY Vestal Water Supply Well 1-1 Vestal R
418 04 NC Bypass 601 Ground Water Tontamin Cobncord SEU D
419 07 MO Solid State ‘Circuits, lnc. Republic RFS (4]
420 07 NE wWaverly Ground Water Contamin ‘Waverly I s
421 09 CA Advanced Micro Devices, Inc, Sunnyva e - D
#: STATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES T
#: V = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTIATED ‘RESPONSE; = "FEDERAL AND‘STATE’RESPONSEL

F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; = STATE ENFORCEMENT; ) .

D = ACTIONS TO BE DETERMINED. b
@ | = IMPLEMENTAT |ON ACTIVITY’UNDERN%Y ONE .OR ‘MDRE- OPERABEE‘Uﬂi‘S-'
"~ 0 = ONE. OR MORE OPERABLE UNWTS’CDMPLEIED, OTHERS ‘MAY “BE UNDE i

C = IMPLEMENTAT1ON ACTIVITY COMPLETED FOR "ALL: OPERABLE*UNIWS
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)

RESPONSE  CLEANUP
CATEGORY# STATUS@

" NPL EPA

RANK RG ST SITE NAME # ~ CITY/COUNTY

GROUP 9 (CON'T)

Faribault s

¥22 05 MN Nutting Truck & Caster Co.
423 02 NJ U.S. Radium Corp. Orange R
424 06 TX Highlands Acid Pit Hightands R .
425 03 PA Resin Disposal - Jefferson Borough D 0
L26 (08 MT Libby Ground Water Contamonatlon Libby . F
427> 0 KY Newport Dump Newport R
428 03 °A Moyers Landfill Eagleviitle R
429 OY4 FL Parramore Surptus Mount Pleasant D
430 01 NH Savage Municipal Water Supply Milford - F
431 05 N Poer Farm Hancock County R F (¢}
432 03 PA Brown's Battery Breaking Shoemakersvitle - R F_ (o)
433 02 NY SMS instruments, ing, .Deer Park D
434 . 05 M) Hedblum Industries Oscoda’ F
435 “06 TX united Creosoting Co, .Conroe - R F. (o}
436 02. NY Byron Barrel & Drum Byron R F o
437 08 Wy Baxter/Union Pacific Tie Treatung Laramie v FS 4]
438 02 NY Anchor Chemicals Hicksville : - D
439 05 Ml Waste Management-nsch (Holland) ,Hat!and "D
440 06 TX North Cavalcade Street _Houston R
“u4h1 02 NJ Sayrevilie Landfill - ~Sayrevulle C D-
442 -01 NH Dover Municipal Landfill - Dover - R
443 02 NY Ludlow Sand & Gravel 'T'CIayville 8
44y 05 WI City Disposal Corp. Landfill - Dunn. FS
445 02 NJ Tabernacie Orum Dump " Tabernacle Township V R F . . .0
uyu6 02 NJ Cooper Road Voorhees Township v '8 (4]
447 07 MO Minker/Stout/Romaine Creek imperial - R 0
448 01 CT Yaworski Waste Lagoon - Canterbury.. R S
: u49 03 . WY Leetown Pesticide . Leetown. i R- 0
“* . 450 04 FL Cabot/Koppers . " ‘Gainesville . ‘R S 0
451 02 NJ Evor Ph:llups Leasing , Old Bridge Townshnp R 1
- * 452 03 PA Wade (ABM) ~ ' Chester " RFS .~ o
- 453 03 PA Lackawanna Refuse * 01d- Forge Bnrough S TR o
” sy 06 0K~Compass Industries (Avery Drtve) Tulsa' . R

TATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES

"#: S R
#: V = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTIATED RESPONSE R = FEDERAL AND STATE RESPONSE;““”"
£ = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; B .8 = STA?E ENFORCEMENT" B
] D = ACTIONS TO BE DETERMINED o :
e a: | = IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY UNDERHAY, ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS;.
0:= ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS COMPLETED,l RS MAY BE: UNDERWAY;
C= OPERABLE UNITS

‘fIMPLEMENTATION AGTIVITY COMPLETED FOR ALL

@

B C N SR
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NATIONAL PRIORITHES LIST (BY RANK)

oI NPL EPA . RESPONSE - CLEANUP
(\ RANK RG ST SITE NAME ¥ CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY} STATUS@
GROUP 10 (:CON'T) -
455 02 NJ Mannheim Avenue Dump Gatloway Township v F A
456 05 IN Neal's Dump (Spencer) Spencer F 8 0
457 02 NY Fulton Terminals . Fudlton R
458 03 PA Westinghouse Elevator Co. Plant Gettysburg R F 0
459. 01 NH Auburn Road Landfill Londonderry I ‘
460. 03 WV Fike Chemical, Inc. Nitro F 0
461 05 MN General Milis/Henkel Corp. Minneapolis .S
462 05 OH Laskin/Poplar Qil Co. Jefferson Township R F 0
463 05 OH oOld Ml It Rock Creek R (o]
464 07 KS Johns' Sludge Pond ‘Wichita F |
465 05 Wl Stoughton City Landfill Stoughton o D
: 466 09 CA Del Norte Pesticide Storage Crescent City . R
467 02 NJ De Rewal Chemical Co. Kingwood Township F
u68 03 PA Middletown Air Field Midd letown D - 0
469 02 NJ Swope 0il & Chemical Co. . ‘Pennsauken V R F B ¢
470 04 GA Monsanto Corp., (Augusta Plant) Augpsta v, 09
471 01. NH South .Municipal Water Supp ly Weld Peterborough F 8
1372 01 ME Winthrop Landfitl MWinthrop - Fs S ¢
473 03 WV Ordnance Works Disposal Areas Morgantown . F -
74 06 AR Cecil Lindsey Newport R - E
475 05 OH Zanesville wWell Field Zanesville v S .
476 02 NY Suffern Vildlage Well Field Vvi:l1age of Suffern R
477 02 NY Endicott Vitdiage Well Field ¥iddage of Endicott E -
) 478 05 MN Kummer Sanitary Landfill . Bemidji R . i
.. 479 05 OH Sanitary Landfitl Company -{IWD) - Bayton - D . -
: 480 .05 Wl Eau Claire Municipal Well Field -E£au Claire R -
Lo ) 481 07 MO valley Park TCE Vaiiey Park g T
- o 482 09 CA San Fernando Valley (Area 4) Los -Angeles - e
. Bam, - 483 OY GA Powersvilie Site -~ ..Peach County D
(m\' 484. 05 MI Grand Traverse overall Suppty CO. Gredlickvilie o
e 485 05 Mi Metamora Landfill . Metamora <
i - 486 . 05 - M Whitehall. Municipal Welis . - Mtvitehadd
K 487 05 MM South: ver Site  Andever " . P
488 02 WNJ Diamond Alkali Co. Newark . S0 -
489 03 VA .Avtex Fibers, .inc. - Fromt Royal s o
490 05 MI Kentwood Landfiili Kentwood N . F -
491 05- Mi Electrovoice Buchanan - - o e
492 02 NY Katonah Municipal Weld Town of Bedford R B : JE
*. ‘STATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES .
- #: V.= VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTHATED REsP@NSE, R = :FEDERAL AND =S¥A{£ MESPGNSE. — oo
F = FEDERAL ' ENFORCEMENT; .8 = BTATE ENFORCEMENT; - PO
D= ACTlONS TO BE DETERMINED. i oo e -
: @ | = IMPLEMENTATION ACTIV|T¥ UNDERWAY,, ONE ‘OR MORE OPERABLE ONATTS; - - - T A
0 = ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS COMPLETED, OTHERS MAY. BE WERWAY,,; RN IR .
C = IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY COMPLEW;ED Fa@R:ALsL GPEMBLE itmﬂ% s .
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NATFONAL -PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)

- NPL EPA . K a . RESPONSE CLEANUP h A
RANK RG ST SITE NAME # : CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@ AN

GROUP 10 (CON'T) .

493 02 PR fFibers Pubtlic Supply Wells " Jobos : D

494 05 IN Marion (Bragg) Dump Marion R
495 05 OH Pristine, Inc. Reading R F ]
496 05 WI Mid-State Disposal, Inc. Landfill Cleveland Township R -
497 O4 TN American Creosote {Jackson Piant) Jackson R 0
498 08 CO Broderick Wood Products Denver \ F
499 05 OH Buckeye Reclamation St. Clalrsville v F . §
500 02 NY Preferred Plating Corp. ' - Farmingdale D
o - . GROUP 11 3
501 06 TX Bio-Ecology Systems, inc, Grand Prairie R 0
502 08 UT Monticello Rad Contaminated Props Monticel lo R b
503 02 NJ Woodland Route 532 Dump Woodland Township VR - S
504 05 1IN American Chemical Service, lnc. Griffith - F
505 01 MA Salem Acres Salem ) v
506 01 VT 0ld Springfietld Landfill Springfield \ F
507 02 NY Soilvent Savers - .- Lincklaen
508 03 VA U.S. Titanium . ‘ Piney River F S
509 05 |IL Gatesburg/Koppers Co. Galesburg S
510 02 NY Hooker (Hyde Park) Niagara fatlis "V FS
‘511 05 MI SCA independent Landfull . . Muskegon Heights - 8
512 09 CA MCM Brakes Cloverdale - S
513 06 LA Bayou Sorrell ) Bayou- Sorretil - F )
514 05 Mi Duell & Gardner Landfill Dallton -Township D ]
515 10 WA Mica Landfitll ’ Mica’ ) [» B 3
516 02 NJ Ellis Property . -Evesham Township R - ' -0
517 04 KY Distler Farm Jefferson County R F | ) (0]
518 10 WA Harbor lsland (Lead) Seattle ) D :
519 05 W! Lemberger Transport & Recycling Franklin Township - "R - ; 4
520 05 OH E.H, Schilling Landfill Hami | ton Township R 1
521 05 Ml Ctliff/Dow Dump ‘Marguette F !
522 02 NY Clothier Disposal ~ . Town of Granby R
523 03 PA Ambler Asbestos Piles “ Ambler VRFS 0
524 10 WA Queen City Farms . . - Mapie Valley v |
R

525 03 VA L.A., Ctarke & Son Spotsyivania County"

#*: STATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES ' ‘
FEDERAL AND- STATE RESPONSE;,‘

#: V = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTIATED RESPONSE' R =
F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; S = STATE ENFORCEMENT'
3 D = ACTIONS T0 BE DETERMINED.,
T @: | = lMPLEMENTATlON ACTIVITY UNDERWAY, ‘ONE OR “MORE OPERABLE - UNITS; - |
0 = ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UN1TS COMPLETED, OTHERS® MAY BE UNDERNAY"""
C = |MPLEMENTATION ACT!VITY COMPLETED FOR ALL OPERABLE UN|TS
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NATIONAL PRIOR!T[ES LIST (BY RANK)

o NPL  EPA . ‘ RESPONSE  CLEANUP
RANK RG ST SITE NAME % _ CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@

GROUP 11 (CON'T)

526 . 05 WI Scrap Pfocessing Co., Inc.‘ Medford S

527 03 MD Southern Maryland Wood Treating Ho | t ywood. R "0
528 06 NM Homestake Mining Co. Mitan Y F - [¢]
529 09 CA Beckman instruments (Porterv¢lle) Portervilie . : D
530 04 FL Dubose Oi! Products Co. Cantonment S
534 095 Ml Mason County Landfill Pere Marquette Twp R F
532 05 Mt Cemetery Dump ‘ Rose Center ‘ R
533 02 NJ Hopkins Farm Plumstead Township D
534 01 RI1 Stamina Mills, inc. y North Smithfield : D
535 05 W! Lemberger Landfill, Inc. Whitelaw S
536 05 IN Reilly Tar (lnduanapolcs Ptant)  Indianapolis ’ 2
537 01 ME Pinette's Salvage Yard Washburn B R 0
538 06 TX Harris (Fariey Street) ‘ Houston v F
539 02 NJ Wilson Farm . Plumstead Township - D
S40 03 PA Old City of York Landfill Seven Valleys - v -§-
541 03 PA Modern Sanitation Landfillt Lower Windsor Twp ~ V S -
542 05 L Byron Salvage Yard Byron "R C 1
543 05 Ml North Bronson Industrial Area Bronson . - .D- .
5hl 03 PA Stanltey Kessler - King of Prussia F [¢)
545 02 NJ imperial Oil/Champion Chemncals ‘Morganviile R ’
546 02 NJ Myers Property - Franktin Township R - 0
547 02 NJ Pepe Field - Boonton R 7 -
548 10 WA Northwest Transformer . Everson R o
549 05 WI Sheboygan Harbor & River : Sheboygan - D
550 05 Mt Ossineke Ground Water Contam Ossineke ‘D

gz_ ) . GROUP 12 .

e -

\ - . o

. 551 03 WV Follansbee Slte Fol[ansbee

s B . 552 02 .NY North Sea Munacupat Landfill .. North Sea
553. 09 -CA Kop Co.,Inc. (Oroville Piant) OFovilile’
554" 09 CA Lou«slana-'Paccf‘ic Corp. - Oroville
555 05 MI South Macomb Disposal (Lf 9 & 9A) Macomb Township
556 05 Ml U.8, Aviex - Howard Township . ‘ ‘- =
557 03 PA wWalsh Landfiii ) . Honeybrook Township R F- 1
558 02 NJ Landfiill & Development Co. . Mount Holly- TR - S

TES' DES!GNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES.

*: STA

#: V = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOT.IATED RESPONSE' R =. .FEDERAL AND STATE. RESPONSE
F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; -~ §.= STATE ENFORCEMENT'
D= ACTIONS TO BE DETERMINED. ‘

IMPLEMENTATiON ACTIVITY UNDERNAY ONE OR, MORE OPERABLE. UNITS;
ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS COMPLETED OTHERS MAY BE. UNDERWAY" o -
IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY COMPLETED FOR ALL OPERABLE -UNITS, - T

[N I

OO0 —
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NATIONAL PRIORITEHES LIST (BY RANK)
NPL EPA RESPONSE CLEANUP
RANK RG ST SITE NAME % _ CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@
GROUP 12 (CON'T)
559 02 NJ Upper Deerfield Township SIf . ‘Upper Deerfield Twp D
560 02 NY Hertel Landfill Plattekiil D
561 (02 NY Haviland Complex - Town of Hyde Park R
562 05 MN Adrian Municipal Well Field Adrian R
563 . 06 NM AT & SF (Clovis) Ctlovis v o
564 “07 KS Strother Field Industrial Park-  Cowley County v ) 0
565 02 NJ fFried Industries ‘ East Brunswick Twp R 0
566 02 NY American Thermostat Co. South Cairo : v
567 O4 TN Lewisburg Dump Lewisburg’ D
568 05 MI McGraw Edison Corp. -Albion’ v S
569 02 NY Goldisc Recordings, Inc. - Holbrook - V4
570 04 KY Airco . Caivert City \
571 03 PA Metai Banks Philadeiphia v )
572 02 NY Sarney Farm Amenia R . ’
573 01 MA.Rose Disposal -Pit Lanesboro - FS
574 05 OH Van Dale Junkyard " Marietta ‘ © D- h
575 04 KY B.F. Goodrich Catvert City v :
576 05 Ml Organic Chemicals, Inc, ‘Grandville ) S
577 02 NY Volney Municipal Landfili TJown. of Volney VR 'S 0
578 02 NY FMC Corp. (Dublin Road Landflll) Town of She iby V- S o
579 01 MA SulJ:van s Ledge New Bedford R F- S
580 04 KY Smith's Farm ‘Brooks R 0
581 02 PR Juncos Landfill Junces - v 0
582 07 KS Big River Sand Co. ‘Witchita. ~ R "
583 05 IN Bennett Stone Quarry Bloomington v ‘
584 O FL Munisport Landfill Norxh,Miamj ' D .
585 O4 AL Stauffer Chem (LeMoyne Plant) AXis’ : : v
586 02 NJ M&T Delisa Landfill © Asbury Park - v
587 06 TX Crystal City Airport ~ Crystal GCity .
588 04 SC Geiger {C & M 0il) - “1Rantoules
. 589 05 Wi Moss-Amerrcan(Kerr—McGee 0il Co:)
590 05 Wi MWaste Research & Rec!amation Ce"
591 10 OR Gould, Inc.
592 02 NY Cortese Ltandfill
593 05 MN St. Louis River Site
594 (05 MI Auto lon Chemicals, |nc." ‘
595 (O SC Carolawn, Inc. ’
596 07 1A Midwest Manufacturing/North Earm Kellogg
s STATES' "DESIGNATED -TOP PRIORITY SITES . S -
#: V. = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOT.IATED RESPONsE~ - R = FEDERAL AND STATE'RESPONst-f DR
"'F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; §= STATE ENFORCEMENT' -
- D = ACTIONS TO BE DETERMINED ;o . -
@: | = IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY UNOERNA¥ ONE '_7M0RE OPERABLE UN!TS
‘0 = ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UN1TS‘OOMﬁLE¥£D ERS ‘MAY -BE ﬂNDERWAY
C= ‘OPERABtt UNYTS,

N

0
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)

e

NPL  EPA o RESPONSE  CLEANUP
RANK RG ST SITE NAME # CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@

GROUP 12 (CON'T)

597 03 PA Berks Sand Pit ) tongswamp Township R (o]
598 05 M{! Sparta Landfiil . Sparta Township s
599 (05 L ACME Solvent (Morristown Plant) Morristown VR - |
600 02 NJ Pomona Oaks Residential Wells Gatlloway Township R .0
GROUP 13
601 O4 FL Hipps Road Landfill Duval County R 0
602 05 MN Long Prairie Ground Water Contam . Long Prairie : R
603 05 MN Waite Park Wells Waite Park R . .
604 09 CA inteil Magnetics Santa Clara ' D
605 09 CA iIntef Corp. (Santa Clara 111{) ‘Santa Clara ‘ D
606 O4 FL Pepper Steel & Alloys, Inc. Medliey - RF ]
607 01 ME O'Connor Co, " Augusta vV R
608 05 Wl 0conomowoc Electroplating Co. Inc Ashippin ) R )
609 05 MI Rasmussen's Dump - Green Oak Township. - R. :
610 02 NY Kenmark Textile Corp. Farmingdale ) . D 1
611 03 PA Westline Site - © Westline R
612 04 KY Maxey Flats Nuclear Disposal . Hittsboro R
613 08 MT Mouat Industries Columbus : D
614 02 NY Claremont Polychemical 0id Bethpage \ S
615 0% OH Powell Road Landfifl Dayton R l
616 03 PA Croydon TCE : ) Croydon - D
617 07 1A Vogel Paint & Wax Co. Orange City . 8
- 618 05 MN Kurt Manufacturing Co. .. Fridley R -
AN © 619 05. Ml lonia City Landfill lonia . “VTUF 1
5 . 620 06 TX Koppers Co., iInc. (Texarkana Plt) Texarkana v F o
. 621 08 CO Lincoin Park - ~ Canon City . - F
622 08 CO Smuggler Mountain - .. Pitkin County Vo F -
623 05 IN Wedzeb Enterprises, Inc, . " Lebanon - s i
624 02 PR GE Wiring Devices .Juana Diaz v F
625 05 M1 Avenue "E" Ground Water Contam|n ‘Traverse City ~ R -
626 05 OH New' Lyme Landfitl . . New Lyme R
627 02 NJ wWoodland Route 72 Dump - . " Woodliand Township VR S
628 02 PR RCA Del Caribe . ) Barceloneta - o )
629 05 MN Koch Refining Co./N-Ren Corp. Pine Bend v s
#: STATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES.
#: V = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOT ATED RESPONSE; R = FEDERAL AND STATE RESPONSE'“
F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; 'S = STATE ENFORCEMENT: T
D = ACTIONS TO BE DETERM!NED

IMPLEMENTAT ION ACTIVlTY 'UNDERWAY,, ONE OR 'MORE OPERABLE UNITS; s
“ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS: COMPLETED OTHERS MAY BE UNDERWAY‘
IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY COMPLETED FOR ALL OPERABLE UNITS.

a:

(e X=X d
]
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)
. ~ :
NPL EPA v N RESPONSE CLEANUP
RANK RG ST SITE NAME # CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@
GROUP 13 (CON'T)
630 03 PA Brodhead Creek Stroudsburg R F 4]
631 05 WI! Fadrowski Drum Disposal Franklin .
632 10 OR United Chrome Products, inc. Corvallis R
633 05 MI Anderson Development Co. Adrian. R
634 ~05% M| Shiawassee River Howe
635 03 . PA Taytor Borough Dump Taylor Borough R
636 03 DE Halby Chemical Co. New -Castle
637 03 DE Harvey & Knott Drum, Inc. Ki rkwood R Q
638 04 TN Gallaway Pits Gailaway R F 4]
639 05 OH Big D Campground ‘ Kingsviile F .
640 06 AR Midland Products ‘. Ola/Birta R !
641 02 NY Robintech, inc./Naticna! Pipe Co.. Town of Vestal R
642 02 NY BEC Truckcng : Town' of Vestal .
643 03 DE Wildcat Landfill Dover R
644 05 "Ml Burrows Sanitation ‘Hartford VR ) -0
645 03 _ PA Blosenski Landf.ii- Mest Cain Township ¥
646 03 VA Rhinehart Tire Fire Dump ' " Frederick County . VR F. .. ]
647 03 DE Delaware City PVC Plant ‘ Delaware City v F
648 03 MD Limestone Road " Cumberiand R o]
649 02 NY Hooker -(102nd Street) Niagara Falls . V. F .
650 03 DE New Castle Steel New Castle .County
GROUP 14
651 06 NM United Nuclkear Corp. Church Rock
652 06 AR industrial Waste Controi

, Fort Smith

653 09 CA Ceitor Chemical Works e

654 01 MA Haverhitl Mumicipal tandfilt

. 6" 04 AL pPerdido Ground Water COntam R

i 656 02 NY Marathon Battery Corp. L
657 02 NY Colesvillie Municipal Landfnli

“C d:Sprungs S
Town of Colesvnlle

-.658 04 FL Yelliow Water Road Dump - " Baldwin .
659 05 OH Skinner Landfii.l West Chester
- 660 04 NC Chemtrontcs? lnc.

SVannanoa

661 05 IN MIDCO It
662 03 MD Kane & Lombard Street Drums
#: STATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES ' o
#: V= VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTIATED n.ssmusz, "R = rmsRAL AND STATE msmnss
" F.= -FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; - ,sum: zuro«cmm
. - D = ACTIONS TO BE DETERMINED. S
a: m nosi OPERABLE. mus‘,_, '
- MAY. .BE UNDERWAY.;

1MPLEM€NTATION ACTIVITY UNDERNAM,rQQE
ONE OR. MORE -OPERABLE UN{ITS COMPLETED, 0T
IMPLEMENTATGON ACT‘VITY COHRUEIED IOB Al

Od-
uiin

} Lo~ -
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NAT IONAL -PRIOR.ITLES LIST :(‘BY ‘RANK)

~ NPL  EPA RESPONSE  CLEANUP
RANK RG ST SITE ‘NAME * CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@

Vs

GROUP 14 (CON'T)

663 07 MO Shenandoah Stables . - Moscow Mills F

664 10 WA Silver Mountain Mine 1-o00mis R Q
665 06 TX Petro-Chemical {TFurtie Bayou) ‘Liberty County R
666 05 OH Republic Steel Corp. Quarry Elyria D
667 06 LA Bayou Bonfouca Slidel! R F i
668. 09 CA Intel Corp. (Mountain View Plant) Mountain View F
669 09 CA Raytheon Corp. Mountain View ¥F 1
670 05 MN Agate Lake Scrapyard h ‘Fadrview Township R [¢]
671 03 VA Saitville Waste Disposal Ponds Sailtvii lde R 0
672 01 MA Shpack Landfill : Norton/Attlieboro - D
673 03 PA Kimberton Site - Kimberton Borough D 0
674 01 MA Norwood PCBs No.rwood ‘R 0
‘675 03 MD Middietown Road Dump Annapol is « R F 0
676 10 WA Pesticide Lab (Yakima) Yakima - ‘ } D :
677 05 |IN Lemon Lane Landfill " Bloomington oV F o
678 05 IN Tri-State Plating Columbus . ’ D
679 10 ID Arrcom (Drexler Enterprises) Rathd rum ’ R
680 01 NH Coakley Landfill / . North Hampton VR S
681 03 PA Fischer & Porter Co, Warminster v - F 0
682 09 CA Jibboom Junkyard Sacramento R . /
683 02 NJ A. O. Polymer Sparta Township R
684 05 Wi Wausau Ground Water Contamination Wausau R
685 02 NJ Dover Municipal Well 4 Dover Townshlp R -
686 02 NJ Rockaway Township Wells Rockaway D
687 05 WI Delavan Municipal Well '4u Delavan S
688 07 MO North-U Drive Well Contamination Springfield R 0
I " 689 09 CA San Gabriel Valiey (Area 3) Alhambra R
3 690 09 CA San Gabriel Valiey (Area 4) La Puente R
13 691 10 WA American Lake Gardens Tacoma - VRF t
- 692 10 WA Greenacres Landfill ~ Spokane County R
693 10 WA‘Northsude Landfill Spokane R 0
694 06 OK sand Springs Petrochemical Cmplx Sand Springs R F 0 -
695 ©6 TX Pesses Chemical Co. fort Worth R o -
696 05 MN East Bethel Demolition Landflll . East ‘Bethe! Township D
697 06 TX Triangle Chemical Co, Bridge City R. (¢} !
698 02 NJ PJP Landfill - - Jersey City R S -0
699 03 PA Craig Farm Drum Parker D 0
700 03 PA Voortman Farm - . - Upper Saucon Twp R

#: STATES' DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES .

VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTMATED RESPONSE; R = FEDERAL AND STATE RESPONSE‘
FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; S = STATE ENFORCEMENT‘
"ACTIONS TO BE DETERMINED.

IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY UNDERWAY, ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS;- -
ONE ‘OR 'MORE OPERABLE_UNITS COMPLETED OTHERS MAY BE UNDERWAY, i o .
IMPLEMENTAT ION- ACTIVITY COMPLETED FOR ALL OPERABLE UNITS. . e

‘on<
T

OO =
[

vl
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)
NPL EPA N RESPONSE CLEANUP

RANK RG ST SITE NAME * . : CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUS@
GROUP 15
701 05 1L Belvidere Municipa! Landfill . Belvidere R !
702 07 MO Bee Cee Manufacturing Co. Maiden . D
703 03 PA Lansdowne Radiation Site. Lansdowne R ]
*2 SfATES‘ DESIGNATED TOP PRIORITY SITES
#: V = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTIATED RESPONSE; R = FEDERAL AND STATE RESPONSE;
F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; S = STATE ENFORCEMENT'
D= ACTIONS TO BE DETERMIRNED, L

IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY UNDERWAY, ONE -OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS;
ONE_OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS COMPLETED, OTHERS MAY BE. UNDERNAY‘
‘IMPLEMENTATION ACTOVITV COMPLETED FOR ‘ALL- OPERABLE UNITS. -

OO0~
oo

_ NUMBER OF NPL SITES:~703

_ “IFR Doc. 86-12003 Filed 6-8-86; 8:45 am]
e BILLING CODE 6560-50-C

B A PR
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 300 %

{SW-FRL-2969-5]

Amendmaent to Nationsl Oll and
Hazardous Substances Contingency
Plan; National Priorities List

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Proposed Rules.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (“EPA™) is proposing the fifth
update to the National Priorities List
(“NPL"). This update contains 45 sites.
The NPL is Appendix B to the National
Qil and Hazardous Substances
Contingency Plan {“NCP"}, which EPA
promulgated pursuant to section 105 of
the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensatian, and Liability
Act of 1980 ("CERCLA") and Executive
Order 12316. CERCLA requires that the
NPL be revised at least annually.
Today's notice proposes the fifth major
revision to the NPL.

These sites are bemg proposed
becduse they meet the eligibility
requirements of the NPL. EPA has
included on the NPL releases and
threatened releases of designated
hazardous substances, as well as

“pollutants or contaminants” which may
present an imminent and substantial
danger to the public health or welfare.
Thisnotice provides the public with an
opportunity to comment on placing these
45 sites on the NPL.

DATE: Comments may be submitted on
or before August 11, 1988.

ADORESSES: Comments may be mailed
to Russel H. Wyer, Director, Hazardous
Site Control Division (Attn: NPL Staff),
Office of Emergency and Remedial
Response (WH-548E), Environmental
Protection Agency, 40t M Street, SW.,
Washington, DC 20400

Addresses for ths Hegdquerters and
Regional dockets are gfigmided below.
The contents of these dsckets are

" described in Section

Supplementary informatiom.

Denise Sines, Headquartses, U.S. EPA
CERCLA Docket Office, Waterside
MalL Subbasernent, 401 M Street,.
S.W., Washington DC 20460, 202/382-
3048

Peg Nelson. Region 1, U.S. EPA Library,
Room E121. John F. Kennedy Federal
Bldg Boston, MA 02203, 617 /223-5791

Carole Petersen, Region 2, Site
Investigation & Compliance Branch, 26
Federal Plaza, 7th Floor, Room 737,
New, York, NY 10278 212/264-8677

Diane McCreary, Region 3, U.S. EPA
Library, 5th Floor, 841 Chestnut Bldg.,
9th & Chestnut Streets, Philadelphia,
PA 19107, 215/587-0580

Gayle Alston. Region 4. U.S. EPA
Library, Room G-8, 345 Courtland
Street, N.E, Atlanta, GA 30385, 404/
3474218

Lou Tilley, Region 5, U.S. EPA Library,
16th Floor, 230 South Dearborn Street,
Chicago, IL 60804, 312/353-2022

Barry Nash, Regioa 6, [aterFirst I Bldg.,
. 1201 Elm Street, Dallas, TX 75270,
214/767-4075

Connie McKenzie, Region.7, U.S. EPA
Library, 728 Minnesota Avenue,
Kansas City, KS 86101, 913/236-2828

Dolores Eddy. Region 8, U.S. EPA
Library, 999 18th Street, Suite 1300,
Denver, CO 80202-2413, 308/293-1444

Jean Circiello, Region 9, U.S. EPA
Library, 8th Floor; 215 Fremont Street,
San Prancxscu. CA 94105, 415/974--
8078 )

joan Shafer, Region 10, U.S. EPA, 11th
Floor, 1200'6th Avenue, Mait Stop 525.

Seattle, WA 28101, 2084442-4903

FOR FURTHER: INFORMATION CONTACT:

Trudi |. Fancher, Hazardous Site Cantrol

Division, Office of Emergency and

. Remedial Response (WH-548E),

Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M
Street./SiW.| Washmgton. D.C. 20480, °
Phone [(800) 424-9346 {or 382-3000 in the
Washmgtoh‘ ).C., metropolitan area).
SU”LEHENTARY INFORMATION.

Table of Contnnts

L lntroduchon

1L Purpose of the NPL.

I1l. NPL Update Process and Schedule.

IV. Eligibility.

V. Contents of the Proposed Fifth NPL
Updatas. .

VL Regulatory impact Analysis.

VIL Regulatory Flexibility Act Analysis.

L Inuodwuqn

Pursuant to section 105 of the
Comprehens‘

ive Environmental
Response, Compensatmn. and Liability
Act of 1980, 42 U.S.C. 9601-9657
(“CERCLA" or “the Act"} and Executive
Order 12316 (48 FR 42237, Anguet 20,
1981), the' Enwronmenta! Protection -
Agency {“EPA" or “the Agency")
promulgated the revised National
Contingepcy Plan ¢"NCP"), 40 CFR Part
300, on \My 18, 1982 (47 FR 31180). EPA
promulgated further revisions to the
NCP on September 18, 1905 (50-FR
37624) and November 20, 1985 (SO FR
47912), Thesé amendments to the NCP
implement the responsibilities and
authoritiés created by CERCLA to
respond. to releases and threatened
releases of hazardous substances.
poliutants orcontaminantn

Section 105(8)(A) of CERCLA requires
that the NCP tnciude criteria for

determining priorities among releases or
threatened releases throughout the
United States for the purpose of taking
remedial action and, to the extent
practicable, taking into account the
potential urgency of such action. for the
purpose of taking removal action.
Removal action involves cleanup or
other actions that are taken in response
to emergency conditions or on a short-
term or temporary basis (CERCLA
section 101(23)). Remedial action tends
to be long term in nature and involves
response actions which are consistent
with a permanent remedy for a release
{CERCLA section 101(24)). Criteria for
determining priorities are included in
the Hazard Ranking System {“HRS"),
which EPA promulgated as Appendix A
of the NCP (47 FR 31219, July 18, 1982).

Section 105(3)(B) of CERCLA requires
that the statutory criteria be used to
prepare a list of national priorities
among the known releases or threatened
reléages, theoughout the United States,
and that to the extent practicable, at
least 400 sites be designated
individually. CERCLA requires that this
National Priorities List (“NPL") be
included as part of the NCP. Today. in
this notice, EPA is proposing to add 45
sites to the NPL, bringing the total
number of propaesed sites to 185. On
March 7.1986 (51 FR 7935), EPA
published a notice to delete 8 sites from
the NPL, resulting in-a final NPL of 533
sites. In a separate notice today. EPA is
promulgating 170 sites, resulting in a
final NPL of 703 sites. The total number
of final and proposed NPL sites is now
888. EPA is proposing to include on the
NPL sites at which there are or have
been releases or threatened releases of
hazardous substances, or of “pollutants
or contaminants.” The discussion below
may refer to “releases or threatened
releases” simply as “releases.”
“facilities,” or “sites.”

This Federal Register notice proposing
45 sites to the NPL opens the formal 80-
day public comment period. Comments
may be mailed to Russel H. Wyer.
Director, Hazardous Site Contral
Division (Attn: NPL Staff}. Office of
Emergency and Remedial Response
(WH-548E), Environmental Protection
Agency. 401 M Street, SW.. Washington,
D.C. 20460. The Headquarters public
docket for the fifth update to the NPL
will contain: Hazard Ranking System
(HRS) score sheets for each proposed
site; a Documentation Record for each
site describing the information used to
compute the scotes: and a list of .
document references. The Headquarters
public docket is located in EPA
Headquarters, Waterside Mall
subbasement. 401 M Street. SW.,

e
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Washington. D.C. 20464, and is available
for viewing by appointmgs
9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., i@
Friday excluding holid
copies of the documerd
Headquarters public ot
directed to the EPA Hed
docket office. The HRS score sheets and
the Documentation Record for each site
in a particular EPA Region will be
available for viewing in that Regional
Office when this notice is published.
These Regional dockets will also
contain documents referenced in the
Documentation Record which contain
the background data EPA relied upon in
calculating or evaluating the HRS
scores. Copies of these background
documents may be viewed in the
appropriate Regional Office. and copies
may be obtained from the Region.
Documents with some relevance to the
scoring of each site, but which were not
used as references, may also be viewed
and copied by arrangement with the
appropriate EPA Regional Office. An
informal written request, rather than a
formal request. should be the ordinary
procedure for obtaining copies of any of
these documents. Requests for HRS
scare sheets and Documentation
Records should be directed to either
Headquarters or the appropriate
Regional Office docket. Requests for
background documents should be

- directed to the appropriate Regional
Superfund Branch Office.

Comments submitted to Headquarters
during the 80-day public comment
period may be viewed only in the
Headquarters docket during the
comment period. A complete set of
comments pertaining to sites in a
particular EPA Region will be available
for viewing in the Regional Office
docket approximately one week
following the close of the formal
comment period. Comments received
after the close of the comment period
will be available at Headquarters and in
the appropriate Regional Office docket
on an “as received” basi An informal
written request. rather#iln a formal
request, should be thc ary
procedure for obtaimi ies of these
comments. Addresses for the
Headquarters and Regional Office
dockets are provided in the summary.

1. Purpose of the NPL

The primary purpose of the NPL is
stated in the legislative history of
CERCLA (Report of the Committee on
Environment and Public Works, Senate
Report No. 96-848, 96th Cong., 2d Sess.
60 (1960)): ,

The priority lists serve primarily
informational purposes, identifying for the

States and the public those facilities and sites
or other releases which appear to warrant
remedial actions. Inclusion of a facility or site
on the list does not in itself reflect a judgment
of the activities of its owner or operator. it
does not require those persons to undertake
any action, nor does it assign liability to any
person. Subsequent government action in the
form of remedial actions or enforcement
actions will be necessary in order to do so.
and these actions will be attended by all
appropriate procedural safeguards.

The purpose of the NPL, therefore. is
primarily to serve as an informational
tool for use by EPA in identifying sites
that appear to present a significant risk
to public health or the environment. The
initial identification of a site for the NPL
is intended primarily te guide EPA in
determining which sites warrant further
investigation, to assess the nature and
extent of the public health and
environmental risks associated with the
sité, and to determine what CERCLA-
financed remedial action(s), if any,
many be appropriate. Inclusion of a site
on the NPL does not establish that EPA
necessarily will undertake remedial
actions. Moreover, listing does not
require any action of any private party,
nor does it determine the liability of any
party for the cost of cleanup at the site. .
In addition, a site need not be on the -
NPL to be the subject of CERCLA-
financed removal actions, remedial
investigations/feasibility studies, or
actions brought pursuant to sections 106
er 107(a}(4)(B) of CERCLA.

In addition, aithough the HRS scores
used to place sites on the NPL may be
helpful to the Agency in determining
priorities for cleanup and other response
activities among sites on the NPL, EPA
does not rely on the scores as the sole
means of determining such priorities, as
discussed below. The information
collected to develop. HRS scores is not
sufficient in itself to determine the
appropriate remedy for a particular site.
EPA relies on further, more detailed
studies to determine what response, if
any, is appropriate. These studies

‘evaluate more fully the extent of the

contamination in terms of area and
severity, and the risk to affected
populations and the environment. These
studies also consider the cost to correct
problems at the site and the response
actions that have been taken by
potential responsible parties or others.
Decisions on the type and extent of
action to be taken at these sites are
made in accordance with the critieria
contained in Subpart F of the NCP. After
conducting these additional studies, -
EPA may conclude that it is not
desirable to conduct response action at
some sites on the NPL because of more
pressing needs at other sites. Given the

limited resources available in the
Hazardous Substance Response Trust
Fund established under CERCLA. the ~
Agency must carefully balance the

relative needs for response at the

numerous sites it hag studies. Also. it is
possible that EPA will conclude after
further analysis that the site does not
warrant response action.

1. NPL Update Process and Schedule

Pursuant to section 105(8){B) of
CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. 9605(8)(B). EPA is
required to establish. as part of the NCP,
a priority list of sites. The NPL fulfills
that obligation. The purpose of this
notice is to propose the addition of 45
new sites to the NPL.

CERCLA requires that the NPL be
revised at least once per year.
Accordingly, EPA published the first
NPL on September 8, 1983 (48 FR 40658),
containing 406 sites. The NPL has been
amended several times since then,
including the addition of 170 sites which
are promulgated elsewhere in today's
Federal Register {see 49 FR 19480, May
8, 1884; 49 FR 37070, September 21. 1984;
50 FR 6320, February 14, 1985; and 50 FR
37830, September 16, 1985) {51 FR 7935).
The NPL now includes 703 final sites.
The Agency has periodically propose
major additions to the NPL {see 48 FR (‘-»
40320, October 15, 1984: 50 FR 14113. v
April 10, 1985; 50 FR 37950. September ’
18, 1985).

In addition to these periodic updates,
it is sometimes desirable in rare
instances to propose or promuigate
separately individual sites on the NPL
because of the apparent need for
expedited remedial activities. This
occurred in the case of the proposal of
Times Beach. Missouri (48 FR 9311,
March 4, 1983}, the promulgation of four
San Gabriel Valley, Califormia. sites (49
FR 19480, May 8, 1984). the promulgation
of two New Jersey radium sites in Glen
Ridge and Montclair/West Orange (50
FR 6320, February 14. 1985). and the
promulgation of the Lansdowne
Radiation site, Lansdowne.
Pennsylvania (50 FR 37630. September
16, 1985).

There are three mechanisms for
placing sites on the NPL. The principal
mechanism is the application of the
HRS. Those sites that score 28.50 or
greater on the HRS, and which are
otherwise eligible. are proposed for
listing. [n addition, States may designate
a single site as the State top prionty. In
rare instances, EPA may utilize the
listing provision promuigated as
$ 300.66(b)(4) of the NCP (50 FR 37624,
September 18,1985). C

Section 300.66(b}{4) of the NCP allows
certain sites with HRS scores belaw

~~
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28.50 to be eligible for the NPL. These
sites may qualify for the NPL if all of the
following occur:

* The Agency for Tosie-Substances
and Disease Registry of the U.S.
Department of Health and Human
Services has issued a health advisory
which recommends dissociation of
individuals from the release.

* EPA determines that the release
poses a significant tfireat to public
health.

* EPA anticipates that it will be more
cost-effective to use its remedial
authority than to use its removal
authority to respond to the release.

The Lansdowne Radiation site was
added to the NPL (50 FR 37630
September 16, 1985) pursuant to this
section of the NCP.

As with the establishment of the
initial NPL and subsequent revisions.
States have the primary responsibility
for selecting and scoring sites that are.
candidates and submitting the candidate
sites to the EPA Regional Offices. For
each proposed NPL update. EPA informs
the States of the closing dates for
submlssmn of candidate sites to EPA.
The EPA Regional Offices then conduct
a quality control review of the States'
candidates sites. After conducting this
review, the EPA Regional Offices submit
candidate sxtes to 'EPA Headquarters.
The'Regions may include candidate
sites in addition to those submitted by
States. In rev1ewmg ‘these submissions.
EPA Headquarters conducts further
quality assurarice audlts to ensure .
dccuracy and consxstency among the
various EPA and State offices
participating in the scoring.

This, Federal Regxster notice lists sites
that EPA is proposmg to add to the NPL.
These proposed additions of 43 non-
Federal sites'arid 2 Federal sites, are
listed in Tables 1 and 2 immediately
following thls Preamble

Pub’.c Comment Per:od

EPA requests public comment on
these proposed additions. Comments
will be accepted for 60 days following
publication of this notice in the Federal
Register. EPA is also soliciting

comments on two Fedéral facilities that ~

have HRS scores 28.50 or higher, and
which are now eligible for the NPL
pursuant to the NCP amendments of
November 20. 1985 (50 FR 47912).
Section IV of this Preamble includes a
discussion of EPA’s Federal facilities
policy.

The “ADORESSES” portion of this
notice contains information on where to
obtain documents relating to the scoring
of the 45 proposed sites. After
considering the relevant comments
received during the comment period.

EPA will add to the NPL all proposed
sites that meet EPA’s criteria for listing.
In past NPL rulemakings, EPA has
considered comments received after the
close of the comment period. Because
the Agency has now increased the

frequency of NPL rulemakings. EPA may .

no longer have the opportunity to
consider late comments.
IV. Eligibility

CERCLA restricts EPA's authority to
respond to certain categories of releases
and expressly exciudes some
substances from the definition of
release. In addition, as a matter of
policy, EPA may choose not to use
CERCLA to respond to certain types of
releases because other authorities can
be used to achieve cleanup of these
releases. Preambles to previous NPL
rulemakings have discussed examples of
these policies. See. e.g.. 48 FR 40658
(September 8, 1983); 48 FR 37070
(September 21, 1984); and 49 FR 40320
{October 15, 1984). Generally, this
proposed update continues these past
eligibility policies. The policy regarding
Federal facilities is relevant to this
update. and is discussed below.

Federal Facility Releases

CERCLA section 111(e){3) prohtblts
use of the Trust Fund for remedial
actions at Federally-owned facilities.
and until the November 20, 1985,
amendments to the NCP (50 FR 47912).

§ 300.66(e}(2) of the NCP prevented the
placing of Federal facilities on the NPL.
Section 300.66(e)(2) of the NCP has now
been deleted. removing the prohibition
of listing Federal facilities on the NPL.

Prior to proposal of NPL Update #2
(49 FR 40320. October 15, 1984), EPA did
not propose for listing any site on the
NPL where the release resulted solely
from a Federal facility regardless of
whether contamination remained on-site
or migrated off-site. However, based on
public comments received from previous
NPL announcements, EPA proposed 36
Federal facilities for NPL Update #2.
EPA did not plan to promulgate the 36
Federal facilities unless the NCP was
revised to permit the placing of Federal
facilities on the NPL.

In Updates #3 (50 FR 14115, April 10.
1985), and #4 {50 FR 37950, September
18. 1985). the Agency did not include any
additional Federal facilities in the
proposed rule because the NCP
amendments had not been promulgated.
However. six Update #3 Federal
facilities and three Update #4 Federal
facilities which met the criteria for
proposal were named in the preambles
of those updates. For #5, the Agency is
proposing two Federal facilities listed in

‘Table 2 and requests comments on the

scoring of these sites. The Agency
intends to promulgate Federal facilities
which have been proposed or identified
in the preambles of previous updates in
future NPL rulemakings.

Individual Site Issues

Silver Bow Creek/Butte Area Site—
Butte. Montana. The Agency believes
that the existing Silver Bow Creek NPL
site in Butte, Montana, and the Butte

. Area should be considered as one site.

In order to assess the appropriateness of
this decision. the Agency solicits
comments on the expansion of the Silver
Bow Creek gite, and will evaluate-
comments received before proceeding
with any Fund-financed remedial
actions in the Butte Area.

At the time of listing on the NPL (48
FR 40658. September 8, 1983), the Silver
Bow Creek site was characterized as
approximately 28 stream miles.
Preliminary evaluation of data from the
remedial investigation/feasibility study
(RI/FS) indicates that sources upstream
of the existing Silver Bow Creek site are
contrlbutmg to contamination in the
creek. EPA considered two options for
dealing with the upstream problems—
proposing a separate Biltte Area Site or
expanding the existing Silver Bow Creek -
site. The Butte Area was scored
separately,thowever the Agency
beheves itis ;qore appropnate to
expand the !

tlver, Bow Creek site to
include the Butte Ared. |

A thorough analysis of the
relanonshlp Between; the Silver Bow
Creek site and the Butte'Area led EPA to
conclude that the geographical
reiahonshlp ofthe he%dwaters of Silver
Bow Creek, (whlch ongmate a short
dxstarice dpstream of‘the Silver Bow
Creek dratnage area) and the portion of
the Silver Bow Creek| downstream of the
City of Butte favors. treatmg these areas
as one sité under CERCLA In addition.
EPA decided to' analyze the rature and
extent'of coh mmatlbn under one

ggests;
major sburde ‘bf contammahon to the
Sllver Bow Creek ‘whigh is the major
receiving watet body for mining
dlscharges and dramage from the Butte
Area. EPA treats. souhces of and extent
of contamination'at other sites in this
way and concludeld that 1t was logical to
evaluate the Butte Area and the Silver
Bow Creek site, together Adding the
Butte Area does not greatly expand the
site geographically. Documems
supportmg the technical justification for



21102

Fedesal Register / Vol. 51, No. 111 / Tuesday, June 10, 1986 / Proposed Rules

expanding the Silver Bow Creek NPL
site to include the Butte Area are
available in the public docket.

Butler Mine Tunnel—Fittston,
Pennsylvania. The Builiee Mine Tunnel,
situated in a populated area of
Pittstown, Pennsylvania, is a mine
discharge tunnel designed to drain acid
mine waste into the Susquehanna River.
The tunnel is honeycombed with
boreholes and shafts. In addition to
mine drainage, the disposal of
hazardous materials into the tunnel is
also suspected.

In July 1979, EPA initiated an
emergency response action at the site
under section 311 of the Clean Water
Act because of a release of oily material
from the tunnel into the river. Response
actions ended in January 1881. In 1980,
the State began monitoring the outfall of
the tunnel via an automated detection
system. The State continued to monitor
the outfall until 1984, during which time
there was no evidence of any discharge
from the tunnel.

On October 23, 1981, the Agency
announced the Interim Priorities List
{IPL), which included the Butler Mine
Tunnel site. The IPL was a preliminary
list of 115 sites developed by the Agency
prior to the proposal of the first NPL. In
February 1982, the State of Pennsylvania
indicated that no further response
actions were warranted at the Butler
Mine Tunnel site based on monitoring
results of existing conditions. On
December 30, 1982, the first NPL was
proposed in the Federal Register (47 FR
58476). Butler Mine Tunnel was not
included on the list, but the preamble
stated that all appropriate Fund-
financed cleanup had been completed.

Following heavy rains associated with
Hurricane Gloria, oily material was
observed discharging from the Butler
Mine Tunnel outfall into the
Susquehanna River on September 27,
1985. On September 28, 1985, EPA again
imtiated an emergency response action,
including measures te sample and
contain the oily material. However,
remedial actions may be needed in the
future to provide a long-term resolution
of problems at Butler Mine Tunnel.

Consequently, EPA believes that it
would be appropriate to propose the
Butler Mine Tunnel for the NPL at this
time in order to provide the Agency with
the response capabilities provided under
the remedial action authorities of
CERCLA.

V. Contents of the Proposed Fifth NPL
Update

All sites in today’s proposed addition
to the NPL received HRS scores of 28.58
or above.

Following this preamble is a list of the
45 sites proposed for addition to the NPL
{Tables 1 and 2). Each entry on the list
contains the name of the facility, the
State and city or county in which it is
located, and the corresponding EPA
Region. Each proposed site is placed by
score in a group corresponding to the
groups of 50 sites presented within the
final NPL. For example, sites in group 5
of the proposed update have scores that
fall within the range of scores covered
by the fifth group of 50 sites on the final
NPL. Each entry is accompanied by one
or more notations referencing the status
of response and cleanup activities at the
site at the time this list was prepared.

EPA categorizes NPL sites based on
the type of response at each site (Fund-
financed, Federal enforcement, State
enforcement, and/or voluntary action).
In addition, EPA is including the cleanup
status codes to identify sites where
significant response activities are
underway or completed. The codes are
included in respense to public requests
for information regarding actual site
cleanup activities, and to acknowledge
situations where EPA, States, or
responsible parties have undertaken
response actions. The response
categories/status codes for these
proposed sites and all final NPL sites
will be updated each time EPA
promuigates additional sites on the NPL.

Response Categories

The following response categories are
used to designate the type of response
underway. One or more categories may
apply to each site.

Federa! and/or State Response (R).
This category includes sites at which
EPA or State agencies have started or
completed response actions. These
include removal actions,
nonenforcement remedial planning,
and/or remedial actions under CERCLA
(NCP, § 300.66(f)~(i} 47 FR 31217, July 186,
1982). For purposes of assigning a
category, the response action
commences when EPA obligates funds.

Federal Enforcement (F). This
category includes sites where the United
States has filed a civil complaint
{including cost recovery actions) or
issued an administrative order under
CERCLA or RCRA, It also includes sites
where a Federal court has mandated
some form of response action following
a judicial proceeding. All sites at which
EPA has obligated funds for
enforcement-lead remedial
investigations and feasibility studies are
also included in this category..

A number of sites on the NPL are the
subject of legal investigations or have
been formally referred to the
Department of Justice for possible

enforcement action. EPA's policy :8 not

to release information concerning a C\
possible enforcement action until a -
lawsuit has been filed. Accordingly.

sites subject to pending Federal action

are not included in this category. but are
included under "*Category To Be
Determined.”

State Enforcement (S). This category
includes sites where a State has filed a
civil complaint or issued an
administrative order. It also includes
sites at which a State court has
mandated some form of response action
following a judicial proceeding. Sites
where a State has obligated funds for
enforcement-lead remedial
investigations and feasibility studies are
also included in this category.

[t is assumed that State policy
precludes the release of information
concerning possible enforcement actions
until such action has been formally
taken. Accordingly, sites subject to
possible State legal action are not
included in this category. but are
included under "Category To Be
Determined.”

Voluntary or Negotiated Response

- (V). This category includes sites where

private parties are conducting response
actions pursuant to settlement
agreements, consent decrees, or consent (\
orders to which EPA or the State is a -
party. Usually, the response actions
result from a Federal or State
enforcement action. This category
includes privately-financed remedial
planning, removal actions, and/or
remedial actions.

Category To Be Determined (D). This
category includes all sites not listed in
any other category. A wide range of
activities may be in progress at sites in

‘this category. EPA or a State may be

evaluating the type of response action to
undertake. or a response action may be
determined but funds not yet obligated.
Sites where a Federal or State
enforcement case may be under
authorities other than CERCLA or RCRA
are also included in this category
Additionally included in this category
are sites where responsible parties may
be undertaking cleanup actions that are
not covered by a consent decree.
consent order, or admimstrative order.

Cleanup Status Codes

EPA assigns codes to indicate the
status of Fund-financed or private party
cleanup activities underway or
completed at proposed and final NPL
sites. Fund-financed response activities
which are coded include: significant N
removal actions, source control remedia
actions, and off-site remedial actions.
The status of cleanup activiies
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conducted by responsible parties under
a consent decree. court order, or an
administrative order-aiso is coded. as
are similar cleanup aetivities taken
independently of EPA:and/or the State.
Remedial planning activities or
engineering studies do.not receive a
cleanup status code.

Many sites on the NPL are cleaned up
in stages or "operable units.” For
purposes of cleanup status coding, an
operable unit is a discrete action taken
as part of the entire site cleanup that
significantly decreases or eliminates a
release, threat of release, or pathway of
exposure. One or more operable units
may be necessary to complete the
cleanup of a hazardous waste site.
Operable units may include significant
removal actions taken to stabilize
deteriorating site conditions or provide
alternative water suppiies, and remedial
actions. Aisimple remaval action
{constructing fences or berms or
lowering free-board) that does not
eliminate a significant release. threat of
release. or pathway of exposure is not
considered an operable unit for
purposes of cleanup status coding.

The following cleariup status codes
(and definitions) are used to designate
the status of cleanup activities at
proposed and final sités'on the NPL.
Only one code is used to denote the
status of actual.cleanup activity at each
site since the codes are mutually
exclusive. ‘

Implementation activities are
underway for one or more operable
units (1). Field work is in progress at the
site for implementation of one or more
removal or remedial operable units. but
no operable units are completed.

{mplementation activities are
completed for one or more (but not all)
operable units. Implementation
activities may be underway for
additional operable units (O). Field
work has been completed for one or
more operative units, but additional site
cleanup actions are necessary.

Implementation activities are
completed for all operableunits (C). Al
actions agreed upon for remedial action
at the site have been completed, and
performance monitoring has
commenced. Further site activities could
occur if EPA considers such activities
necessary.

V1. Regulatory Impact Analysis

The costs of cleanup actions that may
be taken at sites are not directly
attributable to listing on the NPL. as
explained below.

Therefore, the Agency has determined
that this rulemaking is not a “major”
regulation under Executive Order 12291.
EPA has conducted a preliminary

analysis of the economic implications of
today's proposal to add new sites. EPA
believes that the kinds of economic
effects associated with this revision are
generally similar to those identified in
the regulatory impact analysis (RIA)
prepared in 1982 for the revisions to the
NCP pursuant to section 105 of CERCLA
(47 FR 31180, July 16, 1982) and the
economic analysis prepared when the
amendments to the NCP were proposed
(50 FR 5882, February 12, 1985). The
Agency believes the anticipated
economic effects related to proposing
the addition of 45 sites to the NPL can
be characterized in terms of the
conclusions of the earlier RIA and the
most recent ecenomic analysis.

Costs

EPA has determined that this
proposed rulemaking is not a “major”
regulation under Executive Order 12291
because inclusion of a site on the NPL
does not itself impose any costs. It does
not establish the EPA will necessarily
undertake remedial action, nor does it
require any action by a private party or
determine its liability for site response
costs. Costs that arise out of site
responses result from site-by-site
decisions about what actions to take,
not directly from the act of listing itself.
Nonetheless, it is useful to consider the
costs associated with responding to all
sites included in a proposed rulemaking.
This action was submitted to the Office
of Management and Budget (OMB] for
review.

The major events that follow the
proposed listing of a site on the NPL are
a responsible party search and a
remedial investigation/feasibility study
(RI/FS) which determines whether
remedial actions will be undertaken at a
site. Design and construction of the
selected remedial alternative follow
completion of the RI/FS, and operation
and maintenance {O&M) activities may
continue after construction has been
completed.

Costs associated with responsible
party searches are initially borne by
EPA. Responsible parties may bear
some or all the costs of the RI/FS,
design and construction, and O&M, or
the costs may be shared by EPA and the
States on a 90%:10% basis (50%:50% in
the case of State or locally owned sites).
Additionally, States assume all costs for
O&M activities after the first year at
sites involving Fund-financed remedial
actions.

Rough estimates of the average per-
site and total costs associated with each
of the above activities are presented
below. At this time, EPA is unable to
predict what portions of the total costs
will be borne by responsible parties,

since the distribution of costs deperds
on the extent of voluntary and
negotiated response and the success of
any cost recovery actions.

Average
total cost per
site !

Cost category:
12300 2 TSR
Remedial design....
Remedial action........cccconuomunnn. .200.
Net present value of O&M 3...... 2 3,770.000

' 1985 U.S. dotlars.

2 [ncludes State cost share

3 Assumes cost of O&M over 30 years. $400.000 for the
first year and 10% discount rate.

Source: "Extent of the Hazardous Release Problem and
Future Funding Needs-CERCLA Section 301(ai{l){c} Study .
December 1984. Office of Sohd Waste and Emergency
Response. U.S. EPA.

Costs to States associated with
tedays:proposed amendment arise from
the required State cost-share of: (1) 10
percent of remedial action and 10
percent of first year O&M costs at
privately-owned sites: and {2) at least 50
percent of the remedial planning (RI/FS
and remedial design), remedial action
and first year O&M costs at State or
locally owned sites. States will assume
all the cost for O&M after the first year.
Using the assumptions developed in the
1982 RIA for the NCP, EPA has assumed
that 90 percent of the 43 non-Federa!l
sites'proposed to be added to the NPL in
this amendment will be privately-owned
and 10 percent will be State- or locally-
owned. Therefore, using the budget
projections presented above. the cost to
States of undertaking Federa! remedial
actions at all 43 non-Federal sites would
be $194 million. of which 147 million s
attributable to the State O&M cost.

Listing a hazardous waste site on the
final NPL does not itself cause firms
responsible for the site to bear costs.
Nonetheless. a listing may .nduce firms
to clean up the sites voluntariv, or it
may act as a potential trigger for
subsequent enforcement or cost
recovery actions. Such actons may
impose costs on firms. but the decisions
to take such actions are discretionary
and made on a case-by-case basis,
Consequently. precise estimates of these
effects cannot be made EPA does not
believe that every site wili be cleaned
up by a responsible party EPA cannot
project at this time which firms or
industry sectors will bear specific
portions of response costs. but the
Agency considers: the voiume and
nature of the wastes at the site. the
parties’ ability to pay. and other factors-
when deciding whether and how to
proceed against potentially responsible
parties.

Economy-wide effects of this
proposed amendment are aggregations
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of effects on firms and State and lecal
governments. Althougswilacts could be
felt by some individual-fims: and States.
the total impact of this seiiston ox
outpul. prices, and employment is
expected to be negligible at the national
level. as was the case in the 1982 RIA,

Benefits

The benefits associated with today's
proposed amendment to list additional
sites are increased health and-
environmental protection as a result of
increased public awareness of potential
hazards. In addition to the potential for
more Federally-financed remedial
actions, this proposed expansion of the

NPL could accelerate privately-financed,

voluntary cleanup efforts to avoid
potential adverse publicity, private
lawsuits, and/or Federal or State
enforcement actions.

As a result of the additional NPL
remedies, there will be lower human
exposure to high-risk chemicals. and
higher quality surface water, ground
water, soil, and air. These benefits are
expected 1o be significant, although
difficult to estimate in advance of
completing the RI/FS at these particular
sites.

Associated with the costs of remedial
actions are significant potential benefits
and cost offsets. The distributioral costs
to firms of financing NPL remedies have
corresponding “benefits” in that funds
expended for a response generate
employment, directly or indirectly
{through purchased materials).

Vil Regulatory Flexibility Act Analysis

The Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980
requires EPA to review the impacts of
this action on small entities, or certify
that the action will not have a
significant impact on a substantial
number of small entities. By small
entities the Act refers to small
businesses. small governmental
jurisdictions, and nonprofit
organizations.

While proposed modifications to the
NPL are considered revisions to the
NCP, they are not typical regulatory
changes since the revisions do not
automatically impose costs. The
proposed listing of sites on the NPL does
not in itself require any action of any
private party, nor does it determine the
liability of any party for the cost of
cieanup at the site. Further, no
identifiable groups are affected as a
whole. As a consequence, it is hard to
predict impacts on any group. A site's
proposed inclusion on the NPL could
increase the likelihoed that adverse
impacts to responsible parties (in the
form of cleanup costs) will occur, but
EPA cannot identify the potentially
affected businesses at this time aer

estimate the number of small busimzsseaf

that might be affected.

The Agency does expect that certain
industries and firms within industries
that have caused a proportionately high
percentage of waste site problems could
be significantly affected by CERCLA
actions. However, EPA does not expect

the impacts from the proposed listing of
these 45 sites {0 have a significant

economic impact on a substantial
number of small businesses.

In any case, economic impacts would
only occur through enforcement and cost
recovery actions, which are taken at
EPA's discretion on a site-by-site basis.
EPA considers many factors when
deiermining what enforcement actions
to take, including not only the firm's
contribution to the problem. but also the
firm's ability to pay. The impacts from
cost recovery on small governments and
nonprofit organizations would be
determined on a similar case-by-case
basis.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 300

Air pellation control. Chemicals.
Hazardous materials. Intergovernmental
relations, Natural resources. Oil
pollution, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Superfund, Waste
treatment and disposal, Water pollution
control, Water supply.

Part 300-~{ Amended]

It is proposed to amend 40 CFR Part
300 as follows:

1. The autharity citation for Part 300
coatinues to read as follows:

Authosity: 42 U.S.C. 9805(8}({B}/CERCLA
105(8)B).

2. R is proposed to add the following
sites to Appendix B of Part 300.

Dated: May 19. 1986.
Jack W. McGraw,
Deputy Assistant Admunistrator, Otfice of
Sofid Waste ond Emergency Respanse.

BILLNG CODE 4580-60-4
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R
NATIONAL PRIORITHES LI1SY PRUFOSE& UPDATE 5 SITES
NPL  EPA S RESPONSE CLEANUP
RANK RG ST St WNE CITY/COUNTY CATEGORYY STATUS@
. GROUP 4
09 AZ Apache Powder Co, Benson .
03 PA Butier Mine Tunnel Pittston R o)
05 MI American Amnodco, Inc. ionia 0
GROUP S
05 Wi Tomah Municipal Sanitary Landfili Tomah D
GROUP &
10 WA Hidden Vailey Lf (Thun Fieid) Pierce County 0
09 AZ Hassayampa Landfil] Hassayampa D
05 L Tri-County Lf/Waste Mgmt 111inois South Eigin 0
GROUP 7
05 IN Dougtiass Road/Uniroyal, Inc., LFf Mishawaka D
04 SC Rochester Property Travelers Rest D
03 PA Deita Quarries/Stotler Lanafil) Antis/togan Twps D
01 CT Revere Texttie Prints Corp. sterting D
03 VA Atlantic wWood tndustries, fInc. Portsmouth 0
GROUP 8 .
0% Wi Algoma Municipal Landflitl Aigoma a
04 FL Sydney Mine Siudge Ponds Brandon D 0
#: V = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTIATED RESPONSE; R = FEDERAL ANU STALE RESPONSE;
F = fEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; § = STATE ENFORCEMENT;
D = ACTIONS TO BE DLTERMINED.
@: | = IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY UNDERWAY, ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS;
0 = ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS COMPLETED, QTHERS MAY B UNDERWAY;
C = IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY COMPLETED FOR At OPERABLE UNITS,
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST PROPOSED UPDATE 5 SITES

NPL  EPA o
RANK RG ST SITE NAME

RESPONSE CLEANUP

CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY¥ STATUS@

*GROUP 9

05 OH TRW, tnc. {(Minerva Plant) Minerva v S i

03 PA Bailly Ground wWater Centamination Bally Borough D

05 MN LaGrand Sanitary Landfiiti LaGrand Township S

05 MiI J & L Landfili Rochester Hilis 0

O4 KY Howe Valley Landfill Howe valley 0
GROUP 10

02 NY BioClinicai Laboratories, Inc. Bohemia D

05 IN Southside Sanitary Landfill Indianapolis v S
GRQUP 11

02 NY Richardson Hill Road Lndfii/Pond Sidney Center D

08 UT Midvale Slag Midvalie D

09 CA waste Disposat, iInc. Santa fe Springs D

07 1A Red Oak City Landfiti Red Oak D

O4 NC Cape fear Wood Preserving Fayettevilie R (¢}

02 NY Conklin Dumps - Conktin 2}

06 (A Combustion, Inc. Denham Springs S

02 NY Genzate Plating Co. Franklin Square 0
GROUP 12

02 NY Malta Rocket fuel Area Malta 0

09 AZ Mesa Area Ground Water Contamin Mesa 0

05 MI foikertsma Refuse Grand Rapids 0

08 Ml Montana Pole and Treating Butte R 1

¥: V = VOLUNITARY OR NECOTIATED RESPONSE; R = FEDERAL AND STATE RESPONSE;
f = FEDELRAL ENFORCEMENT; S = STATE ENFORCEMENT;
D = ACTIONS TO BE DETERMINED. )
a: | IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY UNDERWAY, ONE OR MORE OPERABIE UNLTS:

OO

= ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS COMPLETED, OTHERS MAY BE UNUERWAY;
= {MPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY COMPLETED FOR ALL OPERABLE "UNITS.
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST PROPOSED UPDATE 5 SITES

A~
{ NPL  EPA ot RESPONSE  CLEANUP
e RANK RG ST Sﬂi;ﬁ CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY# STATUSS®
B GROUP 13
03 PA Hebel!ka Auto Saivage Yard weisenberg Township [’)
02 NY Rowe Industries Ground Water Cont Noyack/Sag Harbor R 0o
04 SC Medley Farm Orum Dump Gaf fney R o]
O4 FL Piper Aircraft/vero Beach WtreSwr Vero Beach o]
03 PA Eastern Diversified Metals Home town v S
05 Wi Hunts Disposal Landfill Catledonia 0
06 TX Sheridan Disposa) Services Hempstead D
. GROUP 14
03 DOEf Tyler Refrigeration Pit Smyrna 0
10 WA OId iInland Pit Spokane D
3+ 5 3 333 S 3+ - P FF F P X+ P - 2 b -t - - F P A P P P - 2 £
GROUF 15
03 PA CryoChem, inc. worman 0
NUMBER OF SITES PROPOSED FOR LISTING: U3
l/wm-\ ’
/twﬁmk

.
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NATIOMAL PRIORITIES LIST PROPOSED FEDERAL UPDATE 5 SITES

-

NPL EPA -~ ' RESPONSE  CLEANUP
RANK RG ST SITE Nl‘!-*. CITY/COUNTY CATEGORY¥ STATUSH®
e . _crove 2 -

z03 PA Naval Air Develop Ce:certa Areas) Warminster Township R

. eemmmmmmmn RO 12 e
_____10_ VWA Nav Undersea Warf Stat (4 Areas) Keyport R
¥ FEDERAL AND STATE RESPONSE;

V = VOLUNTARY OR NEGOTIATED RESPONSE; R
F = FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT; S
D = ACTIONS TO BE DETERMINED.

Hn

STATE ENFORCEMENT;

= IMPLEMENTATION ACTIVITY UNDERWAY, ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS;
= ONE OR MORE OPERABLE UNITS COMPLETED, OTHERS MAY BE UNDERWAY;
= IMPLEMENTATION ACTiVITY COMPLETED FOR ALL OPERABLE UNITS,

QO

NUMBER Of SITES PROPOSED FOR LISTING: 2

[FR Dac. 86-12004 Filed 68-9-86: 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 8560-50-C

e '"’)
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40 CFR Part 300
{SW-FRL-3023~2)

Amendment to National Oil and
Hazardous Substances Contingency
Plan: National Priorities List;
Reopening of Comment Period

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Proposed rule: Reopening of
comment period.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (“"EPA™) has proposed to amend
the National Oil and Hazardous
Substances Contingency Plan {"NCP"},
which was promulgated on July 18, 1982,
pursuant to section 105 of the
Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act of 1980 {"CERCLA") and Executive
Order 12316.

CERCLA requires that the NCP
include a list of national priorities
among the known releases or threatened
releases of hazardous substances,
pollutants. and contaminants throughout
the United States. and that the list be
revised at least annually. The NPL
constitutes this list and meets those
requirements.

This reproposal reopens the public
comment period for the five sites that
were proposed for National Priorities
List on October 15, 1984 (49 FR 40320). In
addition, this notice also solicits
comments on proposed components of
the NPL eligibility policy regarding
RCRA-related sites. The majority of this
policy is promulgated today in a
separate notice.

DATES: Comments may be submitted on

or before August 11, 1986.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed

to Russel H. Wyer, Director, Hazardous

Site Control Division (Attn: NPL Staff),

Office of Emergency and Remedial

Response {(WH-548E)., Environmental

Protection Agency. 401 M Street, SW,

Washington. DC 20460.

Addresses for the Headquarters and
Regional dockets are provided below.
The contents of these dockets are
described in Section [ of the
Supplementary Information.

Denise Sines, Headquarters, U.S. EPA
CERCLA Docket Office, Waterside
Mall. Subbasement, 401 M Street,
S.W., Washington, DC 20460, 202/382-
3046

Peg Nelson, Region 1, U.S. EPA Library,
Room E121. john F. Kennedy Federal
Bidg., Boston, MA 02203, 617/223~5791

Carole Petersen, Region 2, Site

" Investigation & Compliance Branch, 28
Federal Plaza. 7th Floor, Room 737,
New York, NY 10278, 212/264-8677

Diane McCreary, Region 3, U.S. EPA
Library. 5th Floor. 841 Chestnut Bldg.,
9th & Chestnut Streets, Philadelphia,
PA 19107, 215/597-0580

Gayle Alson, Region 4. U.S. EPA
Library, Room G-8, 345 Courtland
Street, N.E., Atlanta, GA 30365, 404/
3474216

Lou Tilley, Region 5, U.S. EPA Library,
18th Floor, 230 South Dearborn Street,
Chicago, IL 60604, 312/353-2022

Barry Nash, Region 8. InterFirst Il Bldg.,
1201 Elm Street, Dallas, TX 75270,
214/767-4075

Connie McKenzie, Region 7, U.S. EPA
Library. 726 Minnesota Avenue,
Kansas City, KS 66101, 913/236-2828

Dolores Eddy. Region 8, U.S. EPA
Library, 899 18th Street, Suite 1300,
Denver. CO 80202-2413, 303/293-1444

Jean Circiello, Region 9. U.S. EPA
Library. 6th Floor, 215 Fremont Street,
San Franciso, CA 94105, 415/974-8076

Joan Shafer, Region 10, U.S. EPA 11th
Floor. 1200 6th Avenue. Mail Stop 525,
Seattle, WA 98101. 206/442-4903

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Jane Metcalfe. Hazardous Site Control

Division. Office of Emergency and

Remedial Response {(WH-548E), U.S.

Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M

Street, S.W:, Washington, DC 20460,

Phone (800) 424-93486 (or 382-3000 in the

Washington, DC, metropolitan area).

SUPPLEMENTARV INFORMATION:

Table of Contents
I. Introduction.

II. Purpose of the NPL.
111. Contents of this Proposed Update.

1. Introduction

Pursuant to section 105 of the
Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act of 1980, 42 U.S.C. sections 9601-9657
{"CERCLA or the Act"), and Executive
Order 12316 {46 FR 42237, August 20,
1981), the Environmental Protection
Agency (“EPA" or “the Agency”)
promulgated the revised National
Contingency Plan (“NCP"), 40 CFR Part
300, on July 16, 1982 {47 FR 31180). EPA
promulgated further revisions to the
NCP on September 16. 1985 (50 FR
37624) and November 20, 1985 (50 FR
47912). These amendments to the NCP
implemented responsibilities and
authorities created by CERCLA to
respond to releases and threatened
releases of hazardous substances,
pollutants, and contaminants.

Section 105(8)(A} of CERCLA requires
that the NCP include criteria for
determining priotities among releases or
threatened releases throughout the
United States for the purpose of taking
remedial action and. to the extent
practicable, taking into account the

potential urgency of such action. for the
purpose of taking removal action.
Removal action involves cleanup or
other actions that are taken in response
to releases or threats of releases on a
short-term or temporary basis {[CERCLA
section 101(23})). Remedial action tends
to be long-term in nature and involves
response actions which are consistent
with a permanent remedy for a release
{CERCLA section 101{24}}.

Section 105(8){B) of CERCLA requires
that thege criteria be used to prepare a
list of national priorities among the
known releases or threatened releases
throughout the United States, and that to
the extent practicable, at least 400 sites
be designated individually on the
National Priorities List (NPL). Section
105(8}(B} also requires that the list of
priorities be revised at least annuaily.
EPA has included on the NPL releases

-and threatened releases of designated

hazardous substances as well as

“pollutants or contaminants” which may
present an imminent and substantial
danger to the public health or welfare.
CERCLA requires that the NPL be
included as part of the NCP. A initial
NPL of 408 sites was promulgafed on
September 8, 1983 (48 FR 40658). The
NPL has been amended several times
since then. The five sites being
reproposed today were originally
proposed on October 15. 1984 (49 FR
40320). Additional discussion on the
purpose and development of the NPL
and on generic issues relating to the
HRS is included in the preambles to
other NPL Rules which are cited
elsewhere in today’'s Federal Register in
two separate NPL rulemakings.

Section 300.88(a} of the NCP restricts
Fund-financed remedial action to sites
on the NPL. Inclusion of a site on the
NPL is not necessary for other types of
response actions’ such as removal
actions or enforcement actions.
Moreover, a site need not be on the NPL
to be the subject of a private party cost
recovery action pursuant to section
107(a}(4)(B} of CERCLA.

There are three mechanisms for
placing sites on the NPL. The principal
mechanism is the application of the
HRS. Those sites that scare 28.50 or
greater on the HRS are eligible for
listing. In addition, States may designate
a single site as the State top prionty. in
rare instances, EPA may also add sites
to the NPL pursuant to § 300.66(b)(4) of
the NCP (50 FR 37624, September 186,
1985).

Section 300.66(b)(4) of the NCP allows
certain sites with HRS scores below
28.50 to be eligible for the NPL. These
sties may qualify for the NPL if all of the
following occur:
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~ The Agency for Toxic Substances
and Disease Registry of the U.S.
Department of Health and Human
Services has issued a health advisory
which recommends dissociation of
individuals from the release.

~ EPA determines that the release
poses a significant threat to public*
heaith. )

» EFA anticipates that is will be more
cost-effactive to use its remedial
authority than to use its removal
authority 1o respond to the release.

All five sites being reproposed today
scored 28.50 or greater.

The publication of this Federal
Register notice opens the formal 60-day
comment periad. Comments may be
mailed to Russel H. Wyer, Director,
Hazardous Sites Control Division {Attn:
NPL Staff), Office of Emergency and
Remedial Response (WH-548E),
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20460.
The Headquarters public docket for
these sites will contain: Hazard Ranking
System (HRS) score sheets for each of
the repropased sites; a Documentation
Record for each site describing the
information used to compute the scores;
and a list of document references. In
addition, comments regarding the five
sites which the Agency received during
the injtial comment period are available
in the Headquarters and Regional
dockets. The Headquarters public
docket is located in EPA Headquarters,
Waterside Mall subbasement, 401 M
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20460,
and is available for viewing by
appointment only from 9:00 a.m. to 4:00
p.m.. Monday through Friday excluding
holidays. Requests for copies of the
documents from the Headquarters
public docket should be directed to the
EPA Headquarters docket office. The
HRS score sheets and the
Documentation Record far each site in a
particular EPA Region will be available
for viewing in that Regional Office when
this notice is published. The Regional
dockets will also contain decuments
referenced in the Documentation Record
which contain the background data EPA
relied upon in calculating or evaluating
the HRS scores. Copies of these
background documents may be viewed
in the appropriate Regional Office. and
copies may be obtained from the Region.
Documents with some relevance to the
scoring of each site, but which were not
used as references, may also be viewed
and copied by arrangement with the
appropriate EPA Regional Office. An
informal written request, rather than a
formal request, should be the ordinary
procedure for obtaining copies of any of
these documents. Requests for HRS

score sheets and Doclimentation
Records should be directed to either
Headquarters or the app‘mpnate
Regional Office docket. Requests for
background documents should be
directed to the approprréte Regional
Superfund Branch Ofﬁce

Comments submitted to Headguarters
during the 60-day public comment
period may be viewed oi‘\ly‘ in the
Headquarters docket durmg the
comment period. A complete set of
comments pertaining to these five sites
and the RCRA policy will be available
for viewing in the Regional Office
dockets approximately ohe week
following the close of the formal
comment period. Comments received
after the close of the comment period
will be available at Headquarters and in
the appropnate Regxonal Office docket
on an "as received” basis. An informal
written request. rather thbn a formal
request, should be the ordinary
procedure for obtaining c‘oples of
comments. Addresses for the
Headquarters and Regxonal Office
dockets are provided in the summary.

I1. Purpose of the NPL |

The prxmary purpose of the NPL is
stated in the legislative history of
CERCLA (Report of the Committee on
Environment and Public Works. Senate
Report No. 96-848, 96th Cong., 2d Sess.
60 (1980)):

The priority lists serves primarily
informational purposes. identifying for the
States and the public those fécilities and sites
or other releases which appear to warrant
remedial actions. Inclusion of a facility or site
on the list does not in itself reﬂect a judgment
of the activities of its owner or aperator. it
does not require those persons to undertake
any action, nor does it assign!liability to any
person. Subsequent government action in the
form of remedial actions or enfarcement
actions will be necessary ia order to do so.
and these actions wilt be mended by all
appropriate procedural safeguards.

The parpose of the NPL.‘ therefare, is
primarily 1o serve as an m%rmatm]
tool far use by EPA in identifying sites
that appear to present a sxgmﬁcam risk
to public health or the enwironment. The
initial identification of a site for the NPL
is intended primarily to guxde EPA in
determining which sites warrant further
investigation, to assess thé nature and
extent of the public health| jand
environmental risks assocrated with the

site, and to determine what CERCLA-
finance remedial’ achon(u.xf any, may
be appropriate. Inclusion of a site on the
NPL does not establish that EPA
necessarily will undertake remedial
actions. Moreover, listing does not
require any action of any private party,
nor does it determine the liability of any

party for the cost of cleanup at the site.
In addition, a site need not be on the
NPL to be the subject of CERCLA-
financed removal actions, remedial
investigations/feasibility studies, or
actions brought pursuant ta sections 106
or 107{a)(4}{B} of CERCLA.

In addition, although the HRS scores
used to place sites on the NPL may be
helpful to the Agency in determining
priorities for cleanup and other response
activities among sites on the NPL. EPA
does not rely on the scores as the sole
means of determining such priorities. as
discussed below. The information
collected to develop HRS scores is not
sufficient in itself to determine the
appropriate remedy for a particular site.
EPA relies on further, more detailed
studies to determine what response, if
any, is appropriate. These studies
evaluate more fully the extent of the
contamination in terms of area and
severity, and the risk to affected
populationg and the environment. These
studies also consider the cost to correct
problems at the site and the response
actions that have been taken by
potential responsible parties or othets.
Decisions on the type and extent of ™
action to be taken at these sites are
made in accordance with the criteria
contained in Subpart F of the NCP. After
conducting these additional studies.
EPA may conclude that it is not
desirable to conduct response action at
some sites on the NPL because of more
pressing needs at other sites. Given the
limited resources available in the
Hazardous Substances Response Trust
Fund established under CERCLA. the
Agency must carefully balance the
relative needs for response at the
numerous sites it has studied. Also, it is
possible that EPA will conclude after
further analysis that the site does not
warrant response action.

II1. Contents of This Proposed Update
A. Reopening of Comment Period

EPA solicits additional comments on
the five sites listed below:

E:& ':‘gg" g Sise name j City/County
T i
09—CA..........| Firgstons Tie & Rubber Salnas.
| Co (Sakras Parm. !
05—H. comrmsree| KOIT-McEion (Yrpoe | Du Page County.
Cramk/west SBranch of |
Ou Page River).
05—l.ccomeeerr] Korr-NicGee (Root- | west Cmcago.
Kepplar Park) !
05—il.cccmnne| KOT-McGo® (Residentisl | West Chicago/
Arous) Ou Page
County.
05t s | KT-MCGo® (Sowage | west Crwcage.
Trestment Plant). i

The four Kerr-McGee sites were
proposed om October 15, 1964 (43 FR
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40320). During EPA's review ut the
public comments received for the four
Kerr-McGee sites, EPA realized that
materials in the docket and which were
relied upon for scoring these sites, were
not made available to a commenter.
Accordingly, EPA is extending the
comment period with respect to these
four sites in order to provide interested
parties with the opportunity to examine
the complete docket and comment on
these sites. The comment period will
extend for 60 days following the
publication of this notice. The HRS
scoring sheets, documentation records,
and comments previously submitted for
these sites are in the EPA Headquarters
docket. In addition, the HRS scoring
sheets, documentation records,
background documents, and comments
previously submitted for these sites are
available in the Region 5 docket {see
ADORESSES).

The Firestone Tire & Rubber Co. Plant
in Salinas, California. was proposed on
Qctober 15,1984 (49 FR 40320). In
responding to public comments
received, EPA has gathered additional
data related to the HRS score for this
site and has entirely rescored the site.
The Agency belleves that it is
appropriate to pravide a public comment
period on the rescoring of this site for 60
days after publication of this notice.
Interested parties may inspect the HRS
scoring sheets, documentation records,
and comments previously submitted for
this site in the EPA Headquarters
docket. In addition, the HRS score
sheets, documentation records,
background documents, and comments
previously submitted for this site are
available in the Region 9 docket (see
ADDRESSES).

B. Releases From Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
Sites )

This notice also includes the proposed
components of the NPL eligibility policy
for RCRA-related sites. This policy
appears in its entirety elsewhere in
today's Federal Register. This notice
solicits comments on the proposed
components of the RCRA listing policy
which are described in this section.

Background

Since the first NPL final rule (48 FR
40658, September 8, 1983}, it has been
the Agency's policy to defer placing
sites on the NPL that can be addressed
by RCRA Subtitle C corrective action
authorities. Prior to enactment of the
Hazardous and Solid Waste
Amendments of 1984 (HSWA), only
releases to ground water from surface
impoundments, waste piles, land
treatment areas, and landfills that

received RCRA hazardous wastes after
July 26. 1982, and did not certify closure
prior to January 28, 1983 (the effective
date of the RCRA regulations for
permitting land disposal facilities) were
subject to corrective action
requirements under Subtitle C.
Therefore, these units were not eligible
for listing uniess they were abandoned,
lacked sufficient resources or RCRA
corrective action requirements could not
be enforced.

The enactment of HSWA greatly
expanded RCRA Subtitle C corrective
action authorities. For example. under
section 3004{u), hazardous waste
treatment, storage, and disposal
facilities seeking RCRA permits must
address all releases of hazardous
constituents to any medium from solid
waste management units, whether
active or inactive. HSWA also provided
new authority in section 3004(v] to
address releases that have migrated
beyond the facility boundary if the
permission of the owner of the affected
property can be obtained. In addition,
section 3008(h) authorizes EPA to
compel corrective action or any
response necessary to protect human
health or the environment when there is
or has been a release of hazardous
waste at a RCRA interim status facility.

In light of the new authorities, the
Agency proposed in the preamble to the
April 10, 1985, proposed rule {50 FR
14118), a revised policy for listing of
RCRA-related sites on the NPL. Under
the proposed policy, listing on the NPL
of RCRA-related sites would be deferred
until the Agency determined that RCRA
corrective measures were not likely to
succeed due to factors such as: (1} The
inability or unwillingness of the owner/
operator to pay for such activities: (2)
the inadequacies of the financial '
responsibility guarantees to pay for such
costs; and (3) EPA or State priorities for
addressing the sites under RCRA. In
addition. the Agency indicated that it
intended to apply the RCRA sites listing
policy to RCRA sites that were currently
proposed or promulgated on the NPL
and, in appropriate cases, delete sites
from the NPL.

The Agency has evaluated the
comments received on the proposed
RCRA listing policy. Today, EPA is
deciding and implementing major
components of the final RCRA sites
policy described elsewhere in today's
Federal Register. In this notice, the
Agency is proposing and requesting
comments on additional components of
the policy. A discussion of the proposed
components of the policy follows.

Components of Proposed RCRA Policy

In addition to the circumstances
identified in the final portion of the
RCRA listing policy. described
elsewhere in today’s Federal Register.
there are other gituations for which the
exercise of RCRA authorities may not
result in expeditious or adequate
remedial action and. therefore, NPL
eligibility should also be considered. For
example, even though an owner/
operator is not bankrupt or has not lost
authorization to operate, he may have
failed to comply sufficiently with a
permit condition or an arder issued
pursuant to RCRA authorities or may
not have adequately closed a facility in
accordance with an approved closure
plan. The Agency is considering
providing more specificity to the third
component of today’s final policy
{described elsewhere in today's Federal
Register), by proposing that sites falling
into the categories below would be
eligible for the NPL.

1. Facilities whose owners or
operators have not complied adequately
with an administrative order. judicial
action, or a RCRA permit condition
requiring response or corrective action.
As a general matter, the Agency would
prefer to use RCRA permit or
enforcement authorities to secure
corrective actions at RCRA sites. When
a facility owner failg to adequately carry
out corrective action activities, there is
little assurance that releases will be
addressed in an appropriate manner.
Such facilities should be eligible for
listing in order to make CERCLA
authorities available expeditiousiy.
Although the Agency has not previously
taken into account compliance with
corrective action requirements in a
permit or a Federal enforcement action
when considering a site for listing,
Congress deliberately expanded the
scope of the RCRA corrective action
authorities. Accordingly, it is
appropriate for the Agency to rely on
these authorities. When an owner/
operator fails to comply adequately with
a RCRA corrective action requirement,
however, it means that CERCLA
remedial action may be needed to
protect human health and the
environment. By making these facilities
eligible for listing, the Agency provides
that appropriate CERCLA-financed

- remedial action can occur expeditiously.

2. Facilities whose owners or
operators have not submitted or
implemented an adequate closure plan.
Adequate closure of a RCRA facility 1s
integrally related to prevention of future
releases and often involves measures
similar to those undertaken dunng

T AT AN
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corrective action, such as waste
removal, excavation of contaminated
soil, and capping. Similarly, where an
owner ar operator is unwilling ta carry
out such activities there is a need to
ensure that CERCLA will be available.

If the Agency decides to incorporate
into the final RCRA listing policy a
companent that allows listing of sites in
the two categories described above, an
important issue will be how the Agency
establishes that there has not been
adequate compliance with RCRA
requirements relating to corrective
action or closure. If non-compliance is
established through a determination by
an administrative law judge or a court,
there may be delays in employing
CERCLA to respond to problems at
these sites. It may be more appropriate,
therefore, for the Agency to base its
decision to list sites on the NPL under
this criterion based upon the issuance of
an administrative arder or initiation of a
judicial action to enforce corrective
action requirements imposed by permit
or order or in a closure plan. The
Agency specifically solicits comments
on how and when it should determine
that the likelihoed of compliance with
RCRA requirements is low enough that a
RCRA site should be eligible for the
INPL.

The components of the Agency's final
policy with respect to sites that may be
subject to RCRA corrective action are
designed to ensure that RCRA
authorities are employed in the first
instance except where there are
indications that an owner or operator is
uawilling or unable to perform
corrective action. The Agency has
identified three categories of sites for
which there are indications of
unw:ilingness or inability to carry out
cerrective action and has announced
that facilities in those categories will be
eligible for the NPL. EPA may not have
identified all types of sites for which the
exercise of RCRA authorities may not
result in timely and appropriate

remedial action and invites commenters
to suggest other categories of RCRA
sites that should be considered eligible
for the NPL. For example, additional
categories that may merit inclusion are
RCRA facilities whose owners or
operators did not notify the appropriate
authority that they treat, store. or
dispose of RCRA Subtitle C hazardous
waste or did not submit the required
permit applications or who have
otherwise indicated an unwillingness to
undertake corrective action.

The Agency will consider
supplementing the RCRA listing policy
announced elsewhere in today's Federal
Register if comments or the Agency's
experience with the new policy
demonstrate that additional categories
of RCRA-related sites should be placed
on the NPL to ensure appropriate and
expeditious remedial action.

Application of the Final RCRA Policy to
Currently Proposed Sites

Elsewhere in today's Federal Register.
EPA has described the final components
of the RCRA policy. Application of this
final portion of the palicy has resulted in
the promulgation of six RCRA sites.
These six sites fall within the scope of
the final policy defining NPL-eligible
RCRA sites. Four of the six sites are
bankrupt and two sites, proposed priot
to HSWA, meet the third criterion of the
final RCRA policy.

The remainder of the RCRA sites
proposed in October 1984 will remain in
proposed status until the Agency
evaluates their RCRA status in order to
determine whether they are eligible for
the NPL based on this new policy. EPA
invites the owner/operators of these
facilities and any other persons to
provide any information that would
asgist EPA in evaluating: (1) The
facility's status under RCRA and (2) the
relationship this information has to the
final and proposed elements of the new
RCRA policy discussed here and
elsewhere in today's Federal Register.

This information should be submitted to
EPA Headquarters within 60 days of
publication of this rule.

Application of Policy to Final NPL Sites

The Agency plans to review the status
of and apply this pelicy to RCRA sites
that are already listed on the final NPL.
NPL sites that are not subject to Subtitle
C corrective action requirements or
RCRA facilities that are eligible for the
NPL based on the final or proposed
policy announced today will continue to
be listed on the NPL. The remaining
sites will be deleted. The Agency invites
the owners or gperators of facilities on
the proposed or final NPL to provide
information that would assist EPA in
evaluating: (1) The facility's status under
RCRA and (2) the relationship this
information has to the final and
proposed elements of the new RCRA
policy. This information should be
submitted to Headquarters within 60
days after publication of this rule.

Federal Sites

Application of this policy with respect
to Federal facilities will be addressed at
a later date. The Agency is working to
resolve a number of issues associated
with Federal facilities and will
coordinate application of this policy
with those efforts.

Since the Agency expects to adopt iis
final policy on the listing of RCRA sites
on the NPL before the end of the year.
comments concerning the issues
described herein should be submitted to
Russel H. Wyer, Director, Hazardous
Site Control Division {Attn: NPL Staff).
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.
401 M Street SW. {WH-548E),
Washington. DC 20460, no later than
August 11, 1986.

Dated: May 19, 1986.
Jack W. MeGraw,

Deputy Assistant Administrator. Office of
Solid Waste and Emergency Response.

[FR Doc. 86~12005 Filed 6~9-86: 8.45 am|
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